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widows of Civil War soldiers; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

5836. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of Otto Trulson and 57 resi-
dents of Willmar, Minn., protesting against enactment of the
Lankford Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia. )

5837. Also, petition of Albin Larson and 10 residents of Mur-
dock and Kerkhoven, Minn., protesting against enactment of
any compulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

5838, Also, petition of the Minneapolis Central Labor Union,
protesting against enactment of House bills 3748, 44809, 5585,
and 6528 ; to the Committee on Immigration.

5839. Also, petition of the administrative committee of the
senate of the University of Minnesota, urging a reduction of the
present tariff on scientific instruments imported to the United
‘States; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5840. Also, petition of A. D. Countryman and several resi-
dents of Appleton, Minn., urging that immediate action be taken
to pass Civil War legislation for the relief of veterans and
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5841. By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of Mr. and Mrs. T. W.
Brown, Mr. and Mrs. W. B. James, and others, protesting
against the enactment of House bill 10311 and Senate bill 4821;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

5842. By Mr. LEATHERWOOD : Petition of gualified voters
of Salt Lake City, Utah, recommending the passage of the
Elliott pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5843. By Mr. MAJOR: Petition of certain citizens of Spring-
field, Mo., urging passage of pension bill for the relief of needy
and suffering Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5844, By Mr. MICHAELSON: Petition protesting against
House bill 10311 and similar legislation, from certain citizens
of Chicago; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

5845. By Mr. MORROW : Petition of Alamogordo Commercial
Club, Alamogordo, N. Mex., indorsing House bill 15480, and
Senate companion bill, granting certain lands to the agricul-
tural college for experimental purposes; to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

5846. By Mr. ROMJUE : Memorial of John C. Leer and other
citizens of Marion County, Mo., opposing the enactment of
House bill 10811, or any similar measure ; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

* 5847. By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: Petition of Luther Hall and
others, of Vanderburgh County, Ind., that the bill increasing
Civil War widows' pensions be enacted into law at this session
of Congress; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

5848. Also, petition of Emma Walla, Ade Wallace, and others,
of Evansville, Ind., that the Civil War pension bill increasing
the 'widows’ pension be enacted into law at this session of Con-
gress; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

5849, By Mr. SINNOTT: Petition of certain citizens of La
Grande, Oreg., protesting against the enactment of House bill
10311, the Sunday enforcement bill; to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia.

5860. Also, petition of certain citizens of Baker County, Oreg.,
urging further relief legislation for veterans of the Civil War
and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

H851. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of voters of
Clifton, Kans., urging passage of legislation providing increase
of pension for Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; 1o
the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

5852. Also, petition of voters of Agenda, Kans., urging pas-
sage of legislation providing increase of pension for Civil War
veterans and widows of veterans; to the Commitiee on Invalid
Pensions.

5853. Also, petition of voters of Clay Center, Kans., urging
passage of legislation providing increase of pension for Civil
War veterans and widows of veferans; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

5854. By Mr. TAYLOR of West Virginia: Petition of J. M,
Epperly and others, of Miami, W. Va., asking for the passage
of legislation for the relief of Civil War veterans' widows; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7

5855. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of a number of residents
of Hast Bethlehem, Washington County, Pa., in support of
legislation increasing the rate of pension to Civil War veter-
ans and widows of Civil War veterans; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

5856. Also, petition of a number of residents of Washington
County, in support of the Leatherwood bill (H. R. 12532),
which would provide increased rate of pension to Indian war
veterans and their dependents; to the Committee on Pen-
slons.
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5857. By Mr. TINCHER: Petition of sundry residents of
Waldron, Kans,, urging the passage of a pension bill for the
relief of needy Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i

5858. By Mr. TOLLEY : Petition of 49 citizens of Bingham-
ton, N. Y., to liberalize Civil War pension laws; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

5859. By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of Harriet A. Rideout
and others, in support of Civil War pension legislation; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE
Tuespay, February 1, 1927

The Chaplain, Rev. J. J. Muir; D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Gracious Father, Thou art continuing Thine indulgence to-
ward ns. Multiplying as our needs may be, Thou doest for us
exceeding abundantly above all that we can ask or think.
We beseech of Thee this morning to look mnpon us graciously,
enabling us to fulfill every duty as in Thy sight, May the
Lord bless this membership in all its relations and obliga-
tions, and glorify Thyself through our country as a people
exalted in righteousness, We ask in Jesus Christ's name.
Amen.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings when, on request of Mr. Curris and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum, . :

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Aghurst Fess Kendrick Reed, Mo.
Bayard Fletcher Keyes . Pa.
Bingham Frazier King Robinson, Ind.
Borah George La Follette Sackett
Bratton Gerry Lenroot Schall
Broussard Gillett McKellar Bheppard
Bruce Glass McLean Shipstead
Cameron Goff MecMaster Shortridge
Capper Gooding MeNar, SBmith
Caraway Gould Mayfield Steck
Copeland Greene Means Stephens
Cougens Hale Metcalf Stewart
Curtis Harris Moses Trammell
Dale Harrison Norbeck Tyson
Deneen Hawes Nye Walsh, Mass,
Dill Heflin Oddie Walsh, Mont.
Edge Howell * Overman Warren
Edwards Johnson Pepper Watson
Ernst Jones, N. Mex, Phipps Wheeler
Ferris Jones, Wash. Pine Willis,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators having answered
to their names, a quorum is present.

LEGISLATION IN AID OF PROHIBITION

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr, President, the calendar of the Senate
shows that on April 13, 1926, the Senator from Michigan [Mx.
Couzens], on behalf of the Committee on Civil Service, re-
ported House bill 3821, The purpose of this bill is to place
under the civil service the personnel of the Treasury Depart-
ment authorized by section 38 of the national prohibition act.

The ecalendar shows also that on May 17, 1926, the Senator
from Colorado [Mr. Meaxs], on behalf of the Committee on
the Judiciary, reported Senate bill 4207, the purpose of which
is to amend and strengthen the national prohibition aet and
the act of November 23, 1921, supplemental thereto, and for
other purposes.

The ecalendar further shows that on December 17, 1926, the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Ssmoor], on behalf of the Committee
on Finance, reported House bill 10729, the purpose of which
is to create a burean of customs and a bureau of prohibition
in the Department of the Treasury.

These three prohibition measures were reported to the Senate
as far back as May 17, 1926. I am sure that at least three-
fourths of the membership of this body are in favor of these
measures and that we could pass them without any great
difficulty if given an opportunity to consider them.

Will the Republican leader advise us if the Senate will have
an opportunity to consider these measures at this session of
the Congress?

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the first bill referred to by the
Senator from Texas is covered in the second measur: to which
he referred, and it is the intention of the chairman of the Com-
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mittee on Finance, the Senator from Utah [Mr, Smoor], to make
an effort at the very earliest date possible to take up that
measure. The steering committee also, I may state to the Sena-
tor from Texas, has placed that measure upon the list for con-
sideration, and it is the intention to get action on it at this
session if it is possible to do so.

Mr. MAYFIELD. I am glad to have this information from
the Republican leader, but I would like to have him advise us
as to the other measure,

Mr. CURTIS. I am very sorry I can not advise the Senator
as to the other measure. I am told that there will be consider-
able opposition to it and that there would be some difficulty in
getting it up for consideration.

Mr. MAYFIELD. I understand that there will be consider-
able opposition to the measure known as the Goff bill,

Mr. CURTIS. That is the one to which I understood the
Senator to refer.

Mr. MAYFIELD. But it occurs to me that if the steering
committee of the Republican Party were to place the Goff bill
before the Senate we would be able to enact it into law at this
session of Congress, because I believe that two-thirds of the
Members of the Senate are favorable to its passage.

Mr. CURTIS. Personally I am in favor of the measure and
ghall do all I can to have it considered, but I can not speak for
the steering committee, because I am not a member of that
committee.

Mr. MAYFIELD. I am glad to know that the Senator from
Kansas is in favor of the Goff bill and trust he will use his
influence with the steering committee to have the measure con-
sidered by the Senate before this session of the Congress
adjourns.

Mr, BRUCE. Mr. President, I desire to say that at least
one-third of the membership of this body is opposed, and vigor-
ously opposed, to some of the measures referred to, and that
we desire to enjoy the privilege of discussing the measures to
which we are opposed just as freely and fully as we deem the
oceasion to require; and especially we wish to have an oppor-
tunity for the fullest discussion of the Goff bill, a bill which
proposes to invade in the most outrageous manner, as we deem
it, the sanctity of the private home, which can not fail to re-
sult in anything except outrage and bloodshed.

REPORTS OF PUBLIC UTILITIES IN THE DISTRICT

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
annual reports of public utility companies in the District of
Columbia, submitted pursuant to law, which were severally
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia:

Report of the Washington Gas Light Co., together with a list
of its stockholders, for the year ended December 31, 1926;

Report of the Washington Interurban Railroad Co. for the
year ended December 31, 1926;

Report of the Georgetown & Tennallytown Railway Co, for
the 10 months ended October 31, 1926 ;

Report of the City & Suburban Railway of Washington for
the 10 months ended October 31, 1926 ;

Report of the Washington Railway & Electric Co. for the
Year ended December 31, 1926 ; and

Report of the Potomac Electric Power Co. for the year ended
December 31, 1926.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, I send to the desk
and ask to have referred to the Immigration Committee and
printed in the Recomrp a petition relative to the continuance of
the national-origins feature of the present immigration law. I
do not ask to have it read.

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the
Committee on Immigration and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

Memorial of patriotic societies opposed to repealing the national-origins
provision of the immigration act

The undersigned patriotic socleties and organizations and individual
citizens respectfully submit to the President of the United States, to
the Senate, and to the House of Representatives the following memorial
with regard to legislation regulating Immigration :

We believe the present policy of restricting Immigration to the United
States embodied in the immigration act of 1924 to be sound in prin-
ciple, fair to all elements of our population, and necessary to the pro-
tection of the people of the United States against excessive and unas-
gimilable immigration from foreign countries,

‘We believe that, aside from the numerical limitation of quota imml-
gratlon to a fixed number annually, the apportioning of the guotas In
accordance with the national origins of our present population is the
most important part of the present law, because it gives a just repre-
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sentation to the older as well as the newer racial elements of our popu-
lation and to the descendants of the early settlers and founders of our
country.

We believe that this equitable representation is only approximately
secured by the 1800 census basis, which was resorted to temporarily by
Congress as the readiest available method of earrying out the underlying
principle of the entire law, which Is nothing more mor less than the
preservation of the American people and the Ameriean Nation.

In view of the foregoing considerations, we urge upon the President
and upon Congress the maintenance of the basie provisions of the immi-
gration act of 1924, and particularly the permanent basis for appor-

tioning the quota immigration in accordance with the national origing

of our present population.

Leonora Rogers (Mrs. Livingston Rowe) Schuyler, Washlogton
Headquarters Association, president; Somns of Confederate
YVeterans, Eastern Division, Silag W. Fry, commander ; New
York Btate Chapter of the National Soclety of the Daugh-
ters of Founders and Patriots of America, Mary J. Aiken-
head (Mrs. Burton H.) Davy, president; Florence G. Finch,
regent, Jacobus Roosevelt Chapter, Daughters of the Amer-
jcan Revolution ; Natiomal Society Women Builders of Amer-
iea, Mrs. William Cumming Story; Bowery Mission, Anson
0. Baker, secretary ; Women's Republican Association of the
State of New York, Eleanora G. (Mrs. Charles B.) Golds-
borough ; Veterans of Forelgn Wars of the United States,
Natjonal Americanization Committea, Walter I. Joyee, direc-
tor; Old Guard of New York, Walter I. Joyce, quarter-
master; Daughters of America, Sadie E. Linkletter, chair-
man national legislative committee; Daughters of America,
Sadie E. Ludlow, State counecil outside sentinel; Lord's
Day Alliance of the United States, Harry L. Bowlby, gen-
eral secretary; Patriotie Order Bons of America, C. B.
Helms, chairman national legislative committee; Law and
Order Union, D, Braman, president; New York Port Soci-
ety, Mrs. Charles R. Scarborough; American Defense Soci-
ety, by Charles Stewart Davison, chairman Iimmigration
committee ; Dames of the Loyal Legion Society of State of
New York, Emma E. R. (Mrs, Casper) Cairns, president;
the State Council of the Junior Order of United American
Mechanies of the State of New York (Ine.)), Franklin 8.
Faye, secretary; Military Order of the Loyal Legion, New
York Commandery, Alex L. Ward; Grace H. (Mrs. Alfred)
Brosseau, president general National Soclety, Daughters of
the American Revolution; Immigration Restriction League
(Ine,), William B, Griffith, chairman executive committed®
National Council Junior Order of United American Me-
chanies, John H, Noyes, national legislative committee;
Josiah A. Van Orsdel, vice president general, Sons of Amer-
fean Revolution,

Mr. NORBECK presented resolutions adopted by the Hamil-
ton Club, of Chiecago, Ill., which were referred to the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

Resolutions of Hamilton Club of Chicago

Whereas the Hamilton Club of Chicago, loeated in the commercial
metropolis of the great agricultural Middle West, is in a position to
realize the Importance of agricultural prosperity and stability to the
Nation as a whole; and

Whereas we believe that the same Republican statesmanship which
has been so successful In solving other problems of national importance
can devise a satisfactory solution of the farm problem if it addresses
itself seriously to that task: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Hamilton Club of Chicago, That the greatest present
challenge to statesmanship is the adoption of a national agricultural
policy that will minimize the price-depressing effect of seasonal sur-
pluses of farm commodities and that will bring about a reasonable
degree of stability in prices of farm products in the interests of both
producer and consumer; be it further

Resolved, That Congress and the administration be reminded of that
portion of the 1924 platform of the Republican Party which reads:

“The Republican Party pledges itsclf to the development and enact-
ment of measures which will place the agricultural interests of America
on a basis of economic equality with other industry to insure its pros-
perity and success ™ ; be it further

Resolved, That the adoption of a national agricultural policy in line
with this pronouncement is one of the major issues before the present
Congress, and that Congress should not adjourn without taking adequate
steps to redeem the promises which were made to the farmers of the
Nation In 1924.

Adopted by the board of directors of the Hamilton Club of Chicago at
a meeting held on January 24, 1927,

Mr. NORBECK also presented a letter from the Doland
Produce Co., of Doland, 8. Dak., which was referred to the




1927

Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:
DoOLAND, 8, DAK., January 24§, 1927.
Hon. PETER NORBECK,
United States Semate, Washington, D. C.

DeAR Bir: Your attention is directed to a recent decision of the Imter-
state Commerce Commission in Docket No. 15823—a case brought by
the Commercial Club of Duluth, Minn., which is to take effect on March
25, 1927, and which would increase the present freight rates on butter,
eggs, and dressed poultry, carloads, from Watertown, Aberdeen, Doland,
Elkton, Huron, Mitchell, Redfield, and other points in South Dakota to
Chicago, Il

We own and operate a general produce house in Doland and there
purchase poultry, butter, and eggs from farmers in the surrounding
territory. The products are assembled at Doland and shipped to
Chieago.

In our paying prices to the farmer, we must necessarily take the
freight rate into account, and the increase in rates above mentioned,
if made effective, will have to be borne by the farmer. In other words,
if the present freight rates are advanced as proposed, our paying prices
to the farmer will have to be lowered to the extent of the inecrease in
rates.

We are advised that Congress in passing Senate Joint Resolution
107 (more commonly known as the Hoch-Smith resolution) instructed
the Interstate Commerce Commission to lower the rates on agricultural
products wherever possible, and if this is true, we can not nnderstand
why the commission pow finds it necessary to ralse the rutes on eggs,
pouliry, and butter.

Traffic men, who are in a position to know, tell us that the present
rates, if anything, are excessive. In the interest of farmers of the
State of South Dakota, we therefore respectfully urge that you investi-
gate this action of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and if consist-
ent, have the commission vacate its order in docket 15823 in so far
as it relates to freight rates to Chicago. If this can not be accom-
plished, then the commission should postpone the effective date of Its
order pending further hearing. Your cooperation in this matter will
be very much appreciated.

Yours very truly,
DoLaxDp Propuce Co.,
« By E. G. SOREXSEN,

Mr. GILLETT presented a petition numerously signed by
sundry citizens of the State of Massachusetts, praying_ for the
passage of legislation granting increased pensions to Civil War
veterans and their widows, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

Mr. WILLIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Mid-
dletown, Ohio, and Covington, Ky. praying for the passage
of legislation granting increased pensions to Civil War vet-
erans and their widows, which were referred to the Committee
on Pensions.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE presented numerous telegrams, letters,
and communications in the nature of petitions from sundry
citizens and organizations in the State of California, praying
for the prompt passage of legislation providing for the Fed-
eral Government developing the lower Colorado River by the
construction of a dam at Boulder Canyon for flood control, irri-
gation, and power purposes, which were ordered to lie on the
table.

He also presented numerous petitions of sundry citizens of
Glendale, Glendora, Long Beach, Los Angeles, Monrovia, Pasa-
dena, Sacramento, San Francisco, Sawtelle, and Tujunga, all
in the State of California, praying for the passage of legisla-
tion granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and
their widows, which were referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

Mr, COPELAND presented a resolution adopted by the
Cobleskill (N. Y.) Branch of the Dairymen’s League Coopera-
tive Association (Ine,), favoring the passage of the so-called
Lenroot-Taber milk importation bill, which was ordered to
lie on the table. L

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York
City, N. Y., praying for the passage of legislation granting
increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows,
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

FEDERAL PROBATION LAW

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in
the Recoep and referred to the Appropriations Committee a
telegram from Judge Augustus N. Hand, and also a letter from
Henry de Forest Baldwin, relating to the administration of the
Federal probation law. I think these will be of interest.

There being mno objection, the telegram and letter were
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:
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NEw Yorg, N. Y., January 31, 1927,
Hon, RoyArn 8. COPELAND,
United States Senate:

I understand that appropriation for probation officers has been
dropped by the House. This is a serious blow to administration of
probation under the new act which can be of no service here without a
paid probation officer and systematic administration. Judges in this
district earnestly desise appropriation be made,

AvcusTUs N, HAND.

New Yorg, N. Y., January 31, 1927.
Hon, Rovar 8, COPELAND,
Senate Chamber, Washington, D, C.

My DEAR SENATOR: A good many of us were very much Interested in
the Federal probation law passed in 1925, and are very much concerned
on account of the House committee having dropped out of the Budget
an appropriation of $50,000 to pay for probation officers. A probation
gystem without adegquate supervision of the conviets placed on proba-
tion 18, of course, an absurdity. If the probation system is to work
satisfactorily, the convicts should be earefully watched and there should
be enough probation officers to give them the necessary attention. I
understand that the reason given for dropping the appropriation ont
of the House bill was that there was believed to be a lack of interest on
the part of the Federal judges because they had not used the power
given them. But I am informed that the reason they did not use the
power more fully was because of the lack of probation officers, and
there was a lack of probation officers because the Civil Service Com-
mission had not produced eligible lists from which they could be ap-
pointed.

Placing convicts on probation is more or less of an experiment. It is
useless to carry on an experiment unless it is carried on under favor-
able conditions. This experiment ean not be carried on under favor-
able conditions unless we have suitable probation officers. In an im-
portant matter of this kind, it seems to me that the Federal Govern-
ment ought to be willing to try the thing our falrly. If, after a fair ex-
periment, it does not work, it is time enough to drop it. The experi-
ment can not succeed without an appropriation and, if the appropria-
tion is made and it does succeed, it will be a very useful feature in
the administration of criminal justice., I take the liberty of urging
yon to do what you ean to have the Senate committee restore the ap-
propriaion of $50,000 antborized by the Budget Bureau.

Very truly yours,
HENEY DE FoREST BALDWIN.

POSTAGE ON BECOND-CLABS MAIL MATTER

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I send to the desk and ask to
have referred to the Post Office Committee and printed in the
Recorp a statement in the nature of a petition with reference to
the high rate of postage on second-class mail matter.

There being no objection, the statement was referred to the
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

To the Members of the Senate and of the House of Representatives of
the United States, to be congidered in connection with Calendar No.
1291, H. R. 13446:

The high rate of postage on second-class mail has been a strong con-
tributing factor to the mortality among farm papers since 1921,

During that period more than 50 farm papers have gone out of busi-
ness or have been absorbed by stronger publications. Here is a partial
list :

ricultural Digest 27, 534
Alabama Furm Facts S 41, 770
American Cooperative Journal e o8, 276
Associated Grower. 22,933
Berkshire World T 15, 434
Better Farming - 254 D42
California Farmer - ______ 53, 886
California Poultry Journal____ =65 10, 112
Cash Crops 60, 000
Cloverland Magazine A 368, ol
Cooperative Packer -_________ 2 00
Deutseh Amerikan Farmer 111,402
Farm and Home. 620, 795
Farm Express_____ 28, 000
Farm Stock and Home. = 92, 207
Farmer's Dispatch____ I35 1486, 752
Farmer’'s Fireside Bulletin 25, 004
Globe-Demoerat (weekly) = 250, 072
Home and State________ F 24750
Illinols Farmer-_______ 55, 145
Kansas Homestead_ h1, 319

Lincoln Freie Presse §
L. I. Agriculturist 6. R50

Maine Farmer—-.. E - 14, 500
Milwaukee America 47, 491
Missouri Homestead ___ [E813 5 53, 604

National Farmer ____ 47,251

National Farmer and Stock Grower 144, 831
National Leader 134, 537
Nebragka Farm Journal. ~ 100,101
Nevada Farmer_______ AR R A e S AT R 4,825
Northwestern Farming 50, 100
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Northwest Froit Grower. 4, 000
Northwest Produce Weekly___ 10, 498
Northwest Stockman and rmer. 7, 860
0, I, C. Swineherd Guide. 4, 000
Oklahoma Farmer _ , 340
Orchard and Farm 44, 006
Oregon Country Life 35, 730
Oregon Grower-- 5L , 00
Organized FiArmer 23, 935

Outdoor Enterprises e =i 10,
Ozark Countryman.

The Producer (Oregon) oo 0.!}0
Southern Farm and Dairy 22,288
Toledo Blade (weekly)- = 15:1_!’_) 000
Western Farmer 77,177
Western New York Grower and Granger oo oo oo 14, 000
White's Berkshire News__________ b, ?UO
Wichita Dally Stockman - 8, 200

Total 3,269,194

This represents a rednctlon in farm-paper circulation of more than
3,250,000 copies a month, or 39,000,00 copies a year,

During the same period other farm papers have been compelled to
reduce their frequency of publication, so that the number of copies they
issue each month has been decreased by more than 3,000,000, a loss of
more than 36,000,000 coples a year., A partial list of these follows:

f5 oabe:
n num
Cpaien e
o [
1921 each
month
Country Gentleman, weekly to monthly....ocoo..occon s 801, 060 2,673,207
Dairymen’s Pr. Reporter, semimonthly to monthly._ 10, 761 10, 761
Farmer's Home Journal, semimonthly to monthly. 41, 85T 41, B57
Hoard’s Dalryman, weekly to semimonthly. , 086 04, 088
Michigan Bosiness Farmer, weekly to biwee! 51, 190 51,190
Minnesota Leader, biweekly to monthly. 20, 000 29, 000
Pacific Homestead, weekly to monthly __ 18, 304 54,9012
Stockman and Farmer, semimonthly to 20, 211 20,211
Utsh Farmer, weeckly to semir hly _. 25, 25,250
Total. 3, 000, 453

The combined total loss in farm-paper circulation from these various
causes is more than 75,000,000 copies a year. Less than half of this loss
is compensated for by gains in the stronger publications that have
survived and that have to some extent profited by the misfortunes of
their brethren who were not able to carry the load.

It is reasonably safe to say that the net number of copies of helpful
farm papers received each year by American farmers has been reduced
by more than 40,000,000 coples, because these 50 or more farm-paper
publisheérs were unable to carry the heavy overhead represented by
abnormally high postage rates based on war-time conditions.

While the law of the survival of the fittest has probably operated in
this case, we believe it should not be, and we believe it is not the policy
of the Government of the United States to deliberately handicap those
who are honestly and sincerely struggling to deliver an acceptable
gervice at a profit by laying on them tax burdens they ean not bear.

Neither In our judgment is it the policy of the Government to delib-
erately deprive successful men of reasonable and legitimate profita by
absorbing all or most of that profit in unnecessary taxation leveled
agninst that particular class,

The publications of America in general, and the farm papers in par-
ticular, represent a deflnite and direct extension of Government servies
to the people who support the Government. It is an extension of our
educational system to the people who can make the most practical use
of the information and advice which is carried to them in these farm
papers.

The changes proposed in House bill 13446, reported by Mr. Moses
with amendments, will tend to put the publication business more nearly
in a mormal condition, without having any serious effect on the revenues
of the Government.

Farm Lave PusrLisHiNG Co.,
C. A, Taxror, President.

BUREAUCRATIC GOVERNMENT

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I desire to call the aften-
tion of the Senate to an article printed in the Nation’s Business
for February, 1927, by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran],
which brings forth in a very remarkable manner one of the
things which seems to me fo be most necessary to be considered

léy the Members of Congress and by the people of the United
tates.

In one paragraph the Senator from Idaho says:

As a result of well-organized propaganda on one hand and sheer
political expediency on the other, we are building up a condition under
which every conceivable thing relating to human activity is being given
over to regulation by bureans administered In Washington. This results
in waste and inefliciency touching all local or State affairs, which in
itself is burdensome and bad enough. But its capital offense is that of
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undermining the confidence and destroying the capacity of the citizen to
assume and meet the duties and obligations of citizenship.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. President, that the article may
be printed in the Recorp as a part of my remarks.
There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed
in the Recorn, as follows:
[From Nation's Business, February, 1927]

* We are building up a conditien under which every conceivable thing
relating to human activity is being given over to regulation by bureaus
administered from Washington,”

THE CANCER OF Too MUCH GOVERNMENT
By WiLLiAM E. BoraH, United States Senator from Idaho

Back in August, 1924, in Natlon’s Business, I suggested trying to
look ahead 30 years in the light of the tendencies in government during
the past 30 years. Unless we call a halt, I said then :

“There will be an officer for every 10 persons in the Republic.
Every conceivable activity of mind and body will be under the direction
and surveillance of a bureau. Inspectors and spies will leer upon the
citizen from every street and corner and accompany him hourly in his
daily avecation. Taxes will be a hundred dollars per capita. Forty
per cent of the national income will be demanded for public expenses.

*We will still have a Republic in name but a bureaucracy in fact—

| the most wasteful, the most extravagant, the most demoralizing and

deadly form of government which God has ever permitted to torture the
human family."”

Little has occurred since then to change that unpleasant prospect.
It is still the remorseless logic of the present drift of things. It is
true there have been several happenings to encourage the belief that an
awakening is not wholly impossible. The refusal of the State legisla-
tures to adopt the child labor amendment to the Constitution and the
public outburst which thwarted the effort to put through a Federal
education bill were what might be called hopeful symptoms.

But the disease is still heavily upon our body politic, Just the other
day some of my colleagues were blithely proposing a Federal commission
to take over and control professional baseball because they had read
that some of the players had been involved in scandalous events, This
instance was strikingly illustrative of the difficulty of effectively check-
ing the habit of trying to find a legislative nostrum for every publie
and private ill. "

No one is better aware than I how hard it Is to resist the appeals
which are made in the name of humaunity for the support of some of
the legisiation to which I refer. It seems flinty-hearted to oppose
measures having such meritorious objects—for example, as the abolition
of child labor—but the Federal Government is not the agency for such
purposes,

The problem fis one of public education. The people must be taught
that in encouraging the centralization of their affairs in Washington
they are digging the grave of the American Government as it was
conceived by the Constitution makers,

They must learn that, in looking to the National Capital to cure all
their ailments, they are weakening the fiber of true citizenship and
destroying the self-reliant spirit of Americanism, without which this
Republic can not endure. And we in Congress must stop heeding every
little group which, like the tallors of Tooley Street, solemnly petition
us a8 “ We, the people of the United States.”

We have before us a task worthy of the finest Intellects. Our agri-
cultural problem, our transportation question, the regulation of our
great natural monopolies, coal and water power, extravagant and cor-
rupt tendencies of government, State and National, the enforcement of
law, the protection of human life and property, the bold attempts to
debauch the electorate through the profligate use of money—all these
cry out for our most serious attention.

It is doubtful whether anyone can recall at any time or in any
country so many searching problems, fnvelving industrial welfare and
national power, as now confront our people. The question I submit is:

Can we not solve these problems without surrendering or destroying
the great underlying principles of our Government? Is this new

ic life in patible with the principles of our Federal Consti-
tution ?

As we approach these problems 1t is most disturbing to encounter on
every hand the erroneous belief that the way to meet these new gques-
tions Is to effectuate some change in the structure of our Government,
and thus everybody is proposing a change until the whole structure is
impliedly under condemnation.

If some humanitarian cause calls to us from one corner of the
country or economic distress sounds a note of alarm from another, those
In public life, apparently not knowing what else to do, propose somne
change in the structure of the Government, some amendment to ihe
Constitution. It is like the case of which Burke spoke when he said:
* Politicians who do not understand their trade sell their tools.”

But, in my judgment, neither the dictates of bumanity on the one
band nor sound principles of national progress on the other demand or
require that, in meeting these great and new problems of the twentieth
century, we disregard the underlying principles upon which this Gov-
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ernment was organized. The organic pi-Indples of this Government,
wisely applied and lived up to in our national life, will save and serve
every interest, spiritual and material, of our people, and enable us as
a Nation to reach the highest plane of happiness, prosperity, and power,

Our difficulties and our evils flow not from our form of government
but from our fallure to appreciate and utilize, according to its great
principles, the Government we already have. Time and economic
changes may eall for a readjustment of the machinery, but the great
principles themselves, the cardinal maxims born of toll and travail, of
suffering and sacrifice, ought under all circumstances to be sacredly
respected and vigllantly preserved. I say sacredly because I believe
that upon the preservation of these principles depend the most sacred
things of life, liberty, and order and progress, and the physical and
moral well-being of millions yet to live.

When we see wrongs which should be righted, evils which should be
eradicated, when we see out of our reach new elements of progress
whiech we would enjoy, let us not lightly lay the fault to our form of
government or some provision of our great charter; let us, rather,
inquire whether the fault lies not with ourselves, with our failure to
measure up to the possibilities and to utilize the means ready at hand.

It is easy to attack our Government, but it is far more difficult and
it ealls for great industry and ability to make wise use of the instru-
ments which have been placed at our disposal. Anyone ean Inveigh
against a provision of the Constitution and offer substitutes based upon
speculation and hope, but it requires patience and speculation and
sound leadership to apply established principles to a given evil

The supreme test of statesmanship to-day, it seems to me, is not the
constant and reckless tinkering with government, but the intelligent
application of the machinery and the principles of government which
we have now.

This clamor for change merely for change’'s sake, this haphazard
floundering in legislative affairs, is nowhere and in no way more pro-
nounced than in the gradual but certain destruction of the States and
the centering of all governmental power in Washington, 1In this
irresponsible vandalism the disciples of Hamilton and the apostles of
Jefferson join hands. No political party in Washington seems willing
to stand against this subtle revolution, agalnst this un-American, un-
democratic program,

As a result of well-organized propaganda on one hand and sheer
political expediency on the other, we are building up a condition under
which every econceivable thing relating to human activity is being given
over to regulation by bureaus administered from Washington. This
results in waste and inefficiency touching all local or State affairs,
which in itself is burdensome and bad enough. But its capital offense
ig that of undermining the confidence and destroying the eapacity of the
citizen to assume and meet the duties and obligations of citizenship.

PEOPLE'S RIGHTS BEYOND PRICE

The right and authority of the people to manage and control their
own affairg of an immediate and local nature, affairs pecullar to the
community or the State, is beyond all price. There Is nothing for which
the people can afford to exchange it. It is the most genuine democratic
prineiple found in our entire structure of government. It means more
to the happiness, the dignity, and the power of the people than any
other right they are permitted to enjoy. Destroy it and the average
eltizen becomes the vietim of bureaueratic Interference, annoyed con-
stantly by its persistent intrusions upon the affairs of his daily life, and
burdened by its chronic Inefficiency and habitual waste.

If there ever was a real struggle for popular rule and for the preser-
vation of the popular voice in politics and government, it is in this
effort to conserve for the people the right to control and administer
their local affairs in accordance with local wisdom and local conditions.

Unless we mend our ways there will not be a custom, practice, or
habit but must be censored from Washington. There will be nothing
in all the relationshlp of parent and child, of family and home, suffi-
ciently private to exempt it from the furtive eye of a Federal agent.
I venture to say that coming generations, when they awake to the
deliberate robbery and wanton devastation of their heritage of loeal
self-government and begin to suffer the tortures and burdens of such a
system as will follow, will denounee in unmeasured terms those who
have spinelessly frittered away their rights.

Local self-government s the eltizens' citadel of political power.
Dislodged from it, he becemes a mere political tramp, the helpless
victim of arbitrary rule.

Loeal self-government ig also the great political university where the
average person is trained for the civic obligations which all sooner or
later must assume if we are to contloue as a Republic. Initiative, a
sense of responsibility, political character, patriotism, a feeling that
they are a part of the Government, are all born of that daily contact
with government which local self-rule alone can furnish.

You can not have a great Federal Union without great Common-
wealths npon which that Union may rest. You can not have great
Commonwealths without strong, self-reliant, eapable men and women.
You ecan not have strong, self-reliant, capable men and women egual
to the arduous duties of citizenship without tbat touch with publie
affairs, that sense of obligation, that pride in government which springs
almost wholly from the activities of the citizen in local affairs.
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REPORTS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS COMMITTEE ~

Mr. STANFIELD, from the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 11421) to pro-
vide for conveyance of certain lands in the State of Alabama
for State park and game preserve purposes, reported it with an
amendment and submitted a report (No. 1362) thereon,

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred the
following bills, reported them severally without amendment and
submitted reports thereon :

A bill (H. R. 7921) to anthorize the Commission of the Gen-
eral Land Office to dispose by sale of certain public land in the
State of Arkansas (Rept. No. 1363) ;

A bill (H. R. 12889) to relinquish the title of the United
States to the land in the claim of Moses Steadham, situate in
the county of Baldwin, State of Alabama (Rept. No. 1364) ;

and

A bill (H. R. 15821) to revise the boundary of the Hawaii
National Park on the island of Maui in the Territory of Hawail
(Rept. No. 1365).

CHESAPEAKE BAY BRIDGE IN MARYLAND

Mr. STEWART. From the Committee on Commerce I report
back favorably two bridge bills, which are in the usual form.
The reports thereon are unanimous, and I shall ask unanimous
consent for the present congideration of the bills.

I first report from the Committee on Commerce with an
amendment in the nature of a substitute the bill (8. 4553)
granting the consent of Congress to the Chesapeake Bay Bridge
Co. to construct a bridge across the Chesapeake Bay from a
point in Baltimore County to a point in Kent County in the
State of Maryland, and I submit a report (No. 1360) thereon.
{Jnt}sk unanimous consent for the present consideration of the

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Iowa?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. s

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike
out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof to insert:

That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the said Chesa-
peake Bay Bridge Co., & corporation organized and existing under the
laws of the State of .laryland, its successors and assigns, to construct,
miintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the
Chesapeake Bay, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, from
a point in Baltimore County, Md., near the mouth of Back River to
a peint in Kent County, Md., between Rock Hall and Tolchester Beach,
in aceordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regu-
late the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved
March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations con-
tained in this act: Provided, That in the interests of natlonal defense,
and for the protection of life and property, the Secretary of War is
hereby authorized and empowered when, in his judgment, military
necessity shall require it, to close said bridge to traffic at such time
and during such periods as he may determine,

BEC. 2. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Secretary of War, either the State of Maryland, any political subdivi-
sion thereof within or adjoining which any part of such bridge is
located, or any two or more of them jointly, may at any time acquire
and take over all right, title, and interest in such bridge and its ap-
proaches, and any interests in real property necessary therefor, by
purchase or condemnation in accordance with the laws of such State
governing the acquisition of private property for public purposes by
condemnation. If at any time after the expiration of 30 years after
the completion of such bridge the same is acquired by condemnation,
the amount of damages or compensation to be allowed shall not
include good will, going value, or prospective revenues or profits, but
shall be limited to the sum of (1) the actual cost of constructing such
bridge and its approaches, less a reasonable deduction for actual de-
preciation in value, (2) the actual cost of acquiring such interesfs in
real property, (3) actoal financing and promotion cost, not to exceed
10 per cent of the sum of the cost ef constructing the bridge and its
approaches and acquiring such interest in real property, and (4) actual
expenditures for necessary improvements,

SEc. 8. If such bridge shall at any time be taken over or sequired
by any municipality or other political subdivision or subdivisions of
the State of Maryland under the provisions of section 8 of this act,
and if tolls are charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall be
so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the cost of main-
taining, repairing, and operating the bridge anl its approaches, and
to provide a ginking fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid for
such bridge and its approaches as soon as possible under reasonable
charges, but within a period of mot to exceed 30 years from the date
of acquiring the same. After a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the
cost of acquiring the bridge and its approaches shall have been pro-
vided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated fice of
tolls, or the rates of tolls shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide
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a fund of not to exceed the amount necessary for the proper ecare,
repair, maintenance, and operation of the bridge and its approaches.
An accurate record of the amount paid for the bridge and its ap-
proaches, the expenditures for operating, repairing, and maintaining
the same, and of daily tolls collected shall be kept and shall be avail-
able for the information of all persons interested.

Sec, 4. The said Chesapeake Bay Bridge Co,, its successors and
assigns, shall within 90 days after the completion of such bridge
file with the Secretary of War a sworn itemized statement showing
the actunl original cost of constructing such bridge and itz approaches,
the actual cost of acquiring any interest in real property necessary
therefor, and the actual financing and promotion cost. The Secretary
of War may at any time within three years after the completion of
such bridge investigate the actual cost of constructing the same, and
for such purpose the sald Chesapeake Bay Bridge Co., its successors
and assigns, shall make avallable all of its records in connection with
the financing and the econstruction thereof. The findings of the Secre-
tary of War, as to the actual original cost of the bridge, shall be
conclusive, subject only to review in a court of equity for fraud or
gross mistake,

Sec. O, The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted
to the said Chesapeake Bay Bridge Co., its successors and assigns,
and any corporation to which or any person to whom such rights,
powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who
shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure, or otherwise, is hereby
authorized and empowered to exercise the same as fully as though con-
ferred herein directly upon such eorporation or person.

Sec. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ST. FRANCIS RIVEE BRIDGE IN ARKANSAS

Mr. STEWART. From the Committee on Commerce I re-
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 15011)
granting the consent of Congress to the Paragould-Hopkins
Bridge road improvement distriect of Greene County, Ark., to
construct a bridge across the St. Francis River, and I submit a
report (No. 1361) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. FLETCHER:

A bill (8. 5546) to amend section 10 of the plant gquarantine
act, approved August 20, 1912 (with accompanying papers) ;
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. GEORGE:

A bill (8. 5547) to extend the benefits of the United States
employees’ compensation act to Melvin J. Oppenheim; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DENEEN:

A bill (8. 5548) to credit the accounts of Richings J. Shand,
United States property and disbursing officer, Illinois National
Guard ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HALE:

A Dill (8. 5549) granting an increase of pension to Nancy C.
Cunningham (with accompanying papers) ; to the Commitiee
on Pensions,

By Mr. GLASS (for Mr. Swaxson):

A bill (8. 5550) for the relief of John E, Ross (with accom-
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. 5551) to remit the duty on a carillon of bells to
be imported for the Virginia World War Memorial, Richmond,
Va, (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Finance,

By Mr. CAPPER:

A bill (8. 5552) to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia to compromise and settle certain suits at law
resulting from the subsidence of First Street east, in the Dis-
triet of Columbia, occasioned by the construction of a railroad
tunnel under said street; and

A bill (8. 5553) amending the act approved August 30, 1890
(Stal. L., vol. 26, pp. 412-413), relative to condemnation of
land for parks, parkways, and playgrounds; to the Committee
on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE:

A bill (8. 5554) granting an increase of pension to Henry F.
Tower; to the Committee on Pensions.
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By Mr. DILL:

A bill (8. 55565) granting a pension to Clara M. Roberts: to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MOSES:

A bill (8. 5556) granting an increase of pension to Josephine
8. Hall (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. BINGHAM :

A bill (8. 5557) to amend section 35 of the organie act ap-
proved March 2, 1917, entitled “An act to provide a civil gov-
ernment for Porto Rlco, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Territories and Insular Possessions,

AMENDMENT TO BTATE, JUSTICE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. BAYARD submitted an amendment proposing to increase
the appropriation for all expenses necessary to operate and
maintain district and cooperative offices, under the Bureau of
Foreign and Domestic Commerce (on page 56, line 7), from
$305,000 to $505,000, and (on the same page, line 8) to increase
the amount which may be expended for personal services in
the District of Columbia from $19,000 to $25,000, intended to be
proposed by him to House bill 16576, the State, Justice, Com-
merce and Labor Departments appropriation bill, which was
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

TAX REDUCTION

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, is morning business closed?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business has not been
closed. The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming
over from a preceding day, which will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (8. Res. 336) submitted
by Mr. Harrisox January 28, 1927, as follows:

Resolved, That it 1s the sense of the Senate that permanent tax
legislation should be enacted during the present sessionm of the Con-
gress, providing for tax reduction sufficient to absorb the surplus in
the Treasury resulting from revenue received under the tax laws now
in force.

Mr. HARRISON obtained the floor.
Mr. HALE. Mr. President——
Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Maine,

Mr. HALE. T take it the Senator from Mississippi intends
now to bring up his resolution. I am very anxious to go ahead
with the naval appropriations bill if I ean do so.

Mr. MOSES. The resolution of the Senator from Mississippi
is up under the rule, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution came over from a
preceding day under the rule.

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Mississippi wish to pro-
ceed with the resolution?

Mr. HARRISBON. Yes. I have delayed its consideration
for two or three days, and I am sure the Senate wishes to
vote upon the resolution. Notwithstanding that some intima-
tions have come to me that certain Senators on the other side
of the Chamber will attempt to talk the resolution to death, I
do not believe it.

Mr. MOSES. Oh, no; that will be done by the Senator from
Mississippi himself, Mr. President.

Mr. HARRISON. Well, let us vote on the resolution now.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, this resolution has never been
referred to a committee, has it?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution has not been so
referred.

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, the Senator from Ohio has the
floor ; 1 yielded the floor because of the suggestion of the Sena-
tor from New Hampshire [Mr., Moses] that I desired to talk
the resolution to death. I am anxious to get a vote on the
resolution, I am perfectly willing to take a vote upon the
resolution now, but if the Senator from Ohio desires to make
a motion with reference to it, I should like to occupy the floor
for a short time in order to discuss the resolution unless the
Senator himself wishes to speak.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, it will not be possible for us to get
a vote on the resolution immediately for the reason that it
involyves some consideration which some of us on this side of
the Chamber are not ready to vote npon until something further
shall be said on the resolution. While I have occupied hardly a
minute of the time of the Senate in debate at this session, I
shall occupy some time if this resolution is now before us for
consideration. If the proposal is to vote on the resolution now,
I want to occupy some time in its discussion ; otherwise I should
not do so.

Mr. CURTIS.
from Mississippi to allow the resolution to go over.

Mr, President, I wish to appeal to the Sengtor
The Sena-
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tor from Utah [Mr. Smoot] is sick, as the Senator from Missis-
sippi knows, and the Senator from Utah would like to be here
when the resolution is discussed.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I offered this resolution
during the latter part of last week and let it go over twice for
the convenience of Senators. I know that one of the arguments
which will be advanced against it is that we are approaching
the end of the session and that we have not time now to take
up general legislation. Of course, the longer its consideration
is delayed in this body the stronger will be that argument. 1
do not see any need for lengthy discussion of the resolution.
It is merely an expression of the sense of the Senate on the
proposition involved. We have discnssed the question of tax
reduction for several days. All Senators know how much sur-
plus is in the Treasury. The amount was stated the other
night by the President and the Director of the Budget to be
practically $400,000, ,000,000, 1 believe, is the exact
figure—and the President and the Director of the Budget made
a very strong argument why legislation looking to tax redue-
tion should be passed at this time. I should like very much to
have the resolution taken up and considered to-day.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. :

Mr. DILL. It is very evident that the resolution will be
discussed until 2 o'clock. I am very anxious to bring up for
consideration, if possible, the conference report on the radio
bill, and, if the Senator from Mississippi will let the resolution
go over and fix a time to take it up, I think it will probably
save time and expedite the consideration of other measures.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mississippi
yield to me?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. KING. I sincerely hope that the conference report on
the radio bill will not be taken up this morning. It is a very
jmportant matter; it is a subject of considerable controversy,
and I am sure that some Senators will desire to have consider-
able discussion before that report shall be adopted. Some in-
formation, I am advised, will be available within the next day
or two which I do not now have that may throw some light on
the subject. I appreciate the attitude of my friend the Senator
from Washington, and I do not wish to interfere with his
desire, but I hope that he will not try to have the conference
report considered to-day.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I propound a question to
the Senator from Utah?

Mr. KING. Through the courtesy of the Senator having the
floor, 1 yield.

Mr. MOSES. The floor is occupied, I believe, by the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. Fess].

Mr. FESS. 1 yield,

Mr. KING. 1 beg the Senator’s pardon; I thought the Sen-
ator from Missisgippi had the floor.

Mr. MOSES. I should like to ask the Senator from Utah if
what he has just said about the radio conference report would
apply equally to the postage rate bill which I am very anxious
to bring before the Senate?

Mr. KING. I think they can very easily be distinguished.

Mr. MOSES. 1 mean with reference to the amount of time
which will be required in discussing them.

Mr. KING. 1 have no opinion as to that, T may say to the
Senator; but I should imagine that the bill to which the Sen-
ator now directs attention—ealling, as it does, for radical
changes in an existing law, and calling for the imposition of
burdens upon the Treasury without providing due compensa-
tion—will require considerable discussion. I understand that
there is a provision in that bill to take away in one item alone
approximately from $15,000,000 to $17.000,000 of the revenue
now derived by the Government., Certainly we will want to
discuss that and ascertain where the revenue is to come from to
meet the deficit which undoubtedly will occur in the Post Office
Department.

Mr. MOSES. I am not prepared to go on with the discussion
of the measure now, Mr. President, since it is not before the
Senate; but when I may be permitted to bring the bill up I think
we can meet any such guestions as that as they may arise.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio
yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield
to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. .

Mr. HARRISON. It has been suggested that this resolution
go over. I am mnot willing that that shall be done, I may say
to the Senator from Ohio and to the Senator from Kansas—
although I do nof see the Senator from Kansas in the Chamber
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at the mement—unless we can enter into an agreement that this
afternoon the Senate shall take a recess and that to-morrow
when we convene this resolution shall be taken u» and a vote
be taken on it before 2 o'clock.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, awaiting the return of the Sen-
ator from Kansas, who will be in in a minute, I have only to
say that I can not allow a resolution of this character, which
has never been referred to the Finance Committee for a report
and which involves a principle which is far reaching, to come
to a vote until at least I have had an opportunity to say what
I have in mind to say, and it is going to take some time.

Mr., HARRISON. Does the Senator wish to proceed now or
does he want me to proceed now?

Mr. FESS. It does not matter. If the Senator wishes to
proceed on this resolution, with the understanding that I will
be given an opportunity to speak on it before a vote is reached,
I will be very glad Yo allow him to proceed.

Mr. MOSES, But, Mr, President, is not the question deeper
than that? The Senator from Ohio speaks of having a matter
as important as this referred to the appropriate committee.
May I ask the Senator to foreshadow his request in that re-
spect? Does he intend to make such a motion?

Mr. FESS. If the Senator from Mississippi insists upon
having the resolution considered I shall be compelled to move
to have it referred to the committee in regular order, upon
which motion I wish to offer some observations.

Mr. HARRISON. I shall insist on the consideration of this
resolution without respect to any reference. I am perfectly.
willing, if we can secure a unanimous-consent agreement, to
take a recess this afternoon and vote by 2 o'clock to-morrow,
that the resolution go over until to-morrow.

Mr. MOSES. Of course, the Senator would not want to
press the consideration of this measure to a final conclusion in
the absence of the chairman of the Committee on Finance,
I assume,

Mr, HARRISON. I have put the resolution over three days
on account of the absence of the chairman of the Finance
Committee. I have been as courteous as it was possible to be,
I had hoped that the chairman of the committee would be able
to be here to-day. He was at the meeting of the Committee
on Finance this morning. -

Mr. MOSES. Could not the Senator show a little excess of
courtesy, then, and let the resolution go over until the Senator
from Utah shall be here?

" Mr. HARRISON. I am willing to let it go over until to-
morrow, if such a unanimous-consent agreement as I have sug-
gested may be entered into.

Mr. MOSES. That is not excess of courtesy; that is courtesy
with a string to it, Mr. President.

Mr. DILL. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield
to the Senator from Washington?

Mr, FESS, I yield to the Senator from Washington.

Mr, DILL. I do not want to seem unduly insistent about
the conference report on the radio bill, but I wish to remind the
Senate that every day there are new stations being licensed
by the department. There are now over 700 stations on the air,
and the condition is getting worse every day. I think it is
important that the conference report be taken up and con-
sidered at the earliest possible date. I recognize, however,
that other Senators are interested in the measure and that
they may wish to study it somewhat further. So I shall not
press for the consideration of the conference report to-day, but
to-morrow I hope the Senate will take up the report for con-
sideration.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President——

Mr. FESS. I yield to my colleague.

Mr. WILLIS. I want to appeal to the Senator from Missis-
sippi not to press the resolution for consideration at this time,
because I can assure him that it will not be possible to have a
vote on it before 2 o'clock. There are a number of Senators
who want to discuss it—Senators interested in farm-relief legis-
lation. I am sure the Senator does not want to postpone that
by trifling away the morning with political speeches, which
will be made on both sides of the aisle.

Mr. HARRISON. Let us vote now on this resolution.

Mr. WILLIS. That is not possible, of course. We can not
vote now. A

Mr. HARRISON. Is the Senator against the resolution?

Mr. WILLIS. I am.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President

Mr. WILLIS. So far as I have the power, I yield to the
Senator from Kansas,

Mr, FESS. Mr. President, in order to bring the matter di-
rectly before the Senate, I move that the resolution be referred
to the Committee on Finance.
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Mr. HARRISON. I want to debate that proposition.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion is an the motion of
the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. HARRISON. Have I the floor?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield
to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. FESS. Does the Senator from Mississippi wish to de-
bate my motion?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.

Mr. FESS. Then I will yield the floor for the purpose of
enabling the Senator to debate my motion; and then I shall
ask to take the floor again.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I thought there was going to
be a vote immediately upon the question of reference. I simply
wanted to say very briefly why I should vote against referring
the resolution,

As I understand this resolution, it does not attempt to com-
mit us to any particular program or to any details as to how
the reduction shall take place. If a bill could be worked out
which in its reduction effect would affect those who ought to
be helped, I think it would be an excellent thing to do.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques-
tion?

Mr, BORAH. Yes.

Mr, MOSES. How can the Senator say that this resolution
does not commit us to a program when the resolution provides
that the sense of the Senate is for tax reduction sufficient to
absorb the surplus in the Treasury?

Mr. BORAH. What I meant by committing us to a program
was as to the details of the way in which that reduction should
be effeeted. I think a bill could be worked out which would
be very desirable—not one of those which is based upon the
proposition for remitting to somebody taxes which he has never
paid, or which he has collected and will not have to account
for, but a tax reduction which would reach those who ought
to be relieved.

Mr. MOSES. The users of automobile accessories, for ex-
ample? -

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, assum-
ing that the suggestion of the Senator from Idaho is correct,
how can we work out a plan better than to refer the matter to
the proper committee and have that committee report back
here?

Mr. BORAH. Referring it to the committee means that the
committee, of course, will report either favorably or unfavor-
ably on the particular resolution. The committee will not
undertake to bring out, in response to this resolution, any de-
tailed plan of reduction. They will simply pass upon the ques-
tion of the policy. We are only voting here upon the gquestion
of whether we believe in tax reduction if that reduction counld
be effectuated in the way in which it ought to be effectuated.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BORAH. Yes.

Mr. COUZENS. I think the Senator is in error in that, be-
cause fhis is not a resolution in favor of a tax reduction. This
is a resolution in favor of a tax rebate.

Mr. BORAH. It does not say so.

Mr. COUZENS. Yes; the resolution says, “ the surplus in the
Treasury,” and that has already been paid in. -

Mr. HARRISON, May I say to the Senator that it is not the
intention of the proponent of the resolution that it should cover
that at all. It is intended to cover general legislation to be
framed in order to absorb the surplus, not only mow but for
the future years.

Mr. COUZENS. But if it absorbs the surplus it must be
paid in or else there is not any surplus.

Mr. MOSES. The language is:

sufficient to absorb the surplus in the Treasury resulting from revenue
recelved under the tax laws now in force.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. If this resolution is not in proper
form, it is easy to amend it when it is being considered here by
the Senate.

Mr. MOSES. No; send it to the committee for that purpose.

AMr. HARRISON. O, yes; and bury it.

Mr. BORAH. I do not want to vote for a resolution which
geems to indorse the ideas which have been announced hereto-
fore by the administration and upon this floor as to the manner
in which the reduction should take place. I do not believe
in it. If we are collecting more taxes than we ought to col-
lect, and piling up a surplus, we ought to proceed to the reduc-
tion of taxes in a way that would prevent the gathering of a
surplus hereafter, and benefit those who ought to be benefited.
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I do not understand that the resolution commits us to that
program.
Mr. HARRISON. Absolutely not.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Bresident, may I interrupt the Sen-
ator? The resolution reads:

providing for tax reduction sufficient to absorb the surplus in the
Treasury resulting from revenue received under the tax laws now in
force.

- That is to say, it shall be such a reduction as will equal or
overbalance the amount in the Treasury now in the shape of

surplus. The reduetion is measured by the extent of that sur-
plus, as I understand. It is a question of the policy of reducing
taxes.

Mr. BORAH. I supposed the Senator from Mississippi had
in mind the reduction of taxes so that this surplus would not
be constantly accumulating,

Mr. HARRISON. Absolutely. That is what the resolution
says; and if it is not plain enough we can make it plainer
when it is considered here by the Senate,

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from
Mississippi is simply making a political gesture. He knows per-
fectly well that there is going to be no tax reduction at this
session of C'ongress under any guise. He knows perfectly well
that the Senate can not begin any such program, and that any
expression of the sense of the Senate is entirely futile.

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH] has a supposition as
to what actuates the Senator from Misgissippl. I have one, and
I have stated mine. My supposition is that the Senator from
Mississippi is making a great political gesture here on the eve
of the adjournment of a session of Congress.

Mr. HARRISON. Now I shall proceed with my feeble re-
marks, after what the Senator has said.

Mr. MOSES. I hope I have given the Senator some impetus
in what he is about to say.
Mr. HARRISON. If I was making a gesture, then the

President of the United States made a gesture on November 6
of last year when he said he was in favor of this Congress
taking up the tax question and giving the taxpayers some relief
in the way of tax reduction.

Mr. MOSES. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. HARRISON. Not just now. Let me proceed for a few
moments.

The minority membership of the other House made every
effort during this session of Congress to bring out tax reduction
legislation. The fact has been referred to here in the discus-
sion that a petition was circulated among the Democratic mem-
bership there, signed also by a few Republican Congressmen,
numbering 179 in all, asking for the adoption of an old, anti-
quated rule in order to discharge the Committee on Ways and
Means and bring out a certain bill which had been introduced
by the Congressman from Texas, Mr. GArNER. The number who
signed was not sufficient and appeals were made to the majority -
party members in the House to add their names to the petifion,
that it might receive a sufficient number in order to discharge
the committee and bring out the bill. Every effort they have
made, persistent as it has been, sincere as every effort was to
cooperate with the majority members to write a piece of tax
reduction legislation that we could pass and have approved by
the President, has failed.

The distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr., Reen] the
other day tried to incorporate upon a bill here a proposition
that would have given some relief to the taxpayer. He was
thwarted in his plans. I made a humble effort to present
amendments here, and I, too, was thwarted in my plans.

The Presiding Officer should not be held responsible for that,
because he ruled the way he thought to be correct. As I said
the other day, the impression went out to the country from the
headlines of the papers that the presiding officer, the Viee Presi-
dent, had blocked tax-reduction legisiation. That is not true,
and I would not have anybody in the counfry get that impres-
gion. It was blocked by the majority leaders here, who inter-
posed the point of order and insisted upon it and ftried to
stop us.

Here is a resolution to which no point of order can be made.
If you could, you would interpose it, but you can not; and so
what do you do? You earry out what we said you were going
to earry out, namely, the plan of talking it to death or sending
it to a committee and burying it there. You do not want a vote
upon this proposition, although you have voted upon like reso-
Intions from time immemorial. Resolution after resolution

has been presented to this body expressing the sense of the
Senate on various questions, and we have voted unanimously
for some of them and we have divided upon others.

Only last week by a unanimous vote of the membership of
this body we expressed the sense of the Senate with reference
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to the matter of arbltration with Mexico. You raised no ques-
tion then. You did not want to refer that resolution to the
committee.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President——

Mr. HARRISON. It is true that the committee had consid-
ered that proposition before, but it was merely an expression of
the sense of the Senate.

1 yield to the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. CURTIS. Was not that resolution referred to the com-
mittee when it was introduced?

Mr. HARRISON. It went to the committee.

Mr. CURTIS. Yes; and it was reported back. That is what
we ask to have done with this resolution.

Mr. HARRISON. That is what I do not want you to do, be-
cause this is not quite so complicated. This resolution merely
BAYS:

That it is the sense of the Senate that permanent tax legislation
should be enacted dufing the present session of the Congress provid-
ing for tax reduction sufficient to absorb the surplus in the Treasury
resulting from revenue recefved under the tax laws now in force.

I hold in my hand innumerable resolutions which have been
adopted by the Senate expressing its sense on important ques-
tions. The late leader of the Republican Party in this body,
the Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Lodge, offered a resolution
here, which was ndopted, with reference to peace. The dis-
tingnished Senator from Idaho [Mr. Borau], now chairman of
the Committee on Foreign Relations, has had adopted by the

* Senate resolution after resolution. Many of these resolutions
have done good; but you do not want to go on record on the
question of tax reduction.

I do not know whether you have gotten the President around
to your way of thinking or whether now you have gotten around
to the President’s way of thinking. I do not know whether the
President was sincere or not when he made his statement on
the 6th day of November that there ought to be tax legislation
at this session of Congress. I know that he made the statement.
It was published in every paper in the country, and yet I know
that you did not take it up, and when you had an opportunity
to vote for it you did not do so.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr, HARRISON. Not just now. I will yield presently. You
thwarted our plans to earry out that program; and now what
do you do, after the leaders in the House and the leaders
here evidently in communiecation with the White House have
gotten the President around to their way of thinking?

Here is what the President said the other night—Saturday
night, I believe.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, before the Senator passes to
that, will he let me ask him a question?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; I yield.

Mr. MOSES, The Senator talks about what the President
saild on November 6.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.

Mr, MOSES., What did the President say in his message to
Congress one month later?

Mr. HARRISON. He said nothing about it, as he generally
does. He makes an expression and then be stops; he does not
Ccarry on.

Mr. MOSES. The way to get the views of the President be-
fore Congress is in a message.

Mr., HARRISON. Then the Benator does not think the
President was sincere when he made that statement on Novem-
ber 67

Mr. MOSES. Oh, yes; I have the utmost eonfidence in the
sincerity of the President. I have more confidence in the Presi-
dent’s sincerity than I have in the sincerity of the Senator from
Mississippi, and my confidence in his sincerity is very great.

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes; I know how much confidence the
Senator has in me.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President

Mr., HARRISON. I will yield in a moment.

Mr., WILLIS. The Senator was giving examples of the
adoption of resolutions expressing the semse of the Senate
upon various guestions.
the Senate has adopted a resolution touching a subject over

which it has no jurisdiction at all, and over which the other
branch of the legislative body is given specific authority, as in
the case of revenue bills?

Mr. HARRISON. Why, even the Senator from Ohio him-
self offered here on one occasion a resolution’ that was merely
expressive of the sense of the Senate. Of course, not many of
the Senators on the other side lived up fo that expression. The
Senator from Ohio afterwards did live up to it in the vote we
had the other day on the Smith ecase; but many of the Senators
on the other side did not follow that expression which said
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that it is the sense of the Senate that $195,000 iz too much
to expend in a senatorial primary, that it disregards the rights
of the people, that it is contrary to the principles of government,
and is liable to destroy all of our imstitutions, and so forth.
That was simply an expression of the sense of the Senate,

Mr. WILLIS. Precisely; and it was upon a subject over
which the Scnate had original and appellate jurisdiction. But
the Senator is now proposing that the Senate shall pass an
opinion upon a subject over which it has no jurisdiction, upon
goléill that must originate in the other branch of the legislative

¥.
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, it was argued by some that
we had no Jurisdiction of the resolution we passed the other
day with reference to arbitration with Mexico; that that was a
question which should originate with the President and which
the State Department should carry through; and the Senator
knows that it is not contrary to any practice of the Senate to
adopt a resolution such as this, expressing it as the sense of the
tSienatne that there should be a tax reduction bill passed at this

me.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, will the Senator further yield
just there? Does he know of any ease in which the Senate has
ever adopted any resolution touching action that shounld be
taken by the other body with reference to a revenue bill?

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know of any analogous case.
When President Wilson was in the White House he tried to
get the Congress to bring out a tax reduction bill, and the
Congress would not do it at that time. The Republican Party
was in control then, and naturally you did not want to adopt
a resolution saying that it was the sense of the Senate that we
ought to have tax reduction at that time., And up until now,
whenever we have acquired a surplus-in the Treasury, the
President has recommended tax reduction, and we have brought
out such a bill. If T can get to it, I am going to quote from
the utterances of the Director of the Budget on last Saturday
evening.

I said the President had changed his views since November
6, when he said he wanted tax reduction. This is what he
said the other night, perhaps after a conference with you gen-
tlemen who are opposing this expression. He said:

This year promises a gnbstantial surplus, and we have every hope
for a surplus the next year. It is too early to forecast whether or not
there can be a further permanent reduction in taxes in the near future.

That is what he said the other night; and yet the Director
of the Budget in the speech on the same occasion said:

The surplus at the end of 1922 was $313,5801,651.10, and this on
the heels of tax reduction. This surplus, like the others, belonged to
the taxpayers and was handed back to them,

How? By a tax reduction bill that was passed by the Ameri-
can Congress. Director Lord continued:

The year 1923 showed & surplus of $300,657,460.30. The taxpayers
got this, too.

The taxpayers got that surplus, too. Why? Because a tax
reduction bill was passed in 1924

We all, as taxpayers, got gome of it. The fiscal year 1924 gave us
a record surplus—more than half a billion—$505,366,986.31. That
was & very large sum of money to distribute, but it went back to the
people who contributed it. And the good work continued. For the
next year—1925—notwithstanding another tax-reduction measure, there
was a surplus of $250,5605,238.38 for the taxpayer, and he got it.

A little ‘longer time has elapsed between the consideration
and passage of tax reduction bills during the Coolidge admin-
istration than in other administrations when we passed tax
reduction bills; and, with but one exception, there never has
been a larger surplus in the Treasury than that of this year.
General Lord says it will be $383,000,000, The chairman of the
Appropriations Committee of the House, Mr. MADDEN, says it
will be between §450,000,000 and $500,000,000, Yet heretofore
when a surplus was shown in the Treasury of only $200,000,000
or $250,000,000, it was sufficient reason to foree through the
Congress a permanent tax reduction bill.

Wegare about to adjourn; we will adjourn on the 4ih of
March, with no extra session of Congress in sight, no conven-
ing of Congress until December 1, with practically $500,000,000
piled up in the Treasury, and yet you are unwilling to give it
back to the taxpayers who paid it and let them have relief
at this time.

In the speech over the radio, made by the Director of the
Budget on Saturday night, in each case, as he cited it, when
there was a surplus shown, he said, we passed tax-reduction
legislation and the taxpayeirs got the benefit of it.

It is plain, it Is palpable, that the prophecy we made when
the 1926 bill was being considered here has been fulfilled,
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namely, that the 1926 tax reductior: bill would not absorb
a sufficient amount of the surplus which would accumulate,
and that we could reduce taxes to a greater extent, as we on
this side tried to do. But you on the other side wanted to
wait until 1928, and then pass a tax reduction bill on the eve
of a general election. That is what has been done in the past.
In 1922 you passed a tax bill because that was an election
year. In 1924 you passed a tax reduction bill because that was
an election year, and in 1926 you passed a bill.

Mr, President, that is not all. How was this remarkable
surplus of $505,000,000, cited by General Lord, distributed?
Not only did you write a general tax reduction bill to absorb
it in the future but you did that which youn inveighed against
the other day when the distinguished Senator from Missouri
[Mr. Reep] tried to have his amendment adopted, when he
tried to grant a credit to the taxpayers on the taxes they are
to pay this year.

Oh, that was horrible! You ecriticized him for it. You
wanted, if anything, a permanent tax reduction bill. Let me
read to yon what the President said in a message on March 11,
1924 ; and I want particularly the Senators from Ohio to listen
to this, This is what your President said on November 11,
1924, in a message to Congress:

It has been my -earnest hope that a 25 per cent reduction in taxes
to be paid for the eurremnt year might be provided by law before the
15th of March.

There was a surplus, and he wanted to give the benefit of it
to the people.

Many people have been expecting that such would be the case and
deferred their tax returns accordingly. It is a matter of such immi-
nent importance that I have mo hesitation in recommending that the
public welfare would be much advanced by temporarily laying aside
all other legislation and enacting a resolution for this purpose, which
ought to be by unanimous consent,

He wanted a resolution passed by unanimous consent to give
a 25 per cent reduction to the people. Said the President:

The taxpayers, the business Interests, agriculture, indunstry, finance;
in faet, all the elements that go to make up the economic welfare
of the people of America would be greatly benefited by such action.

That was the President speaking then, and when the resolu-
tion was put upon its passage, all of you voted for the propo-
sition. Yet the other day, when the distinguished Senator
from Missouri tried to give some relief by his amendment, youn
inveighed against it, you raised points of order, and you said,
“ Oh, that is an unfair way to do business.”

The President went further. He said:

It would remove an element of uncertainty from the current finan-
cial year at once, which would be a strong stimulant to business with
its resultant benefit. * * * It would be a positive step in the
right direction, which is much needed at this time to justify the con-
fidence of the people that the Government is intent solely on the pro-
motlon of the public welfare without regard to any collateral objects.

That was the recommendation of the President. You did not
pass your joint resolution by unanimous consent, but we wrote
into the law of 1924, the general tax reduction bill, a provision
that gave to the taxpayers for that year a 25 per cent reduc-
tion. We all voted for that proposition.

How easy it would be for us to act likewise at this time,

and pass through the Congress this tax reduction legislation.
Ah, but you say, what has the Senate to do with it? You have
a right to express your opinion on this question. Some of
you in the last campaign, when you were up for reelection,
said that you would be in faver of a tax reduction
bill at this session. Some of you, in your speeches, told
your constituents, in order to win votes, that you would be
for it, and some of you gentlemen who went out into other
Senators’ States, and into congressional districts in other
States, and made campaign speeches to win votes, said, “ Oh,
if there is a surplus in the Treasury during the December
session, we will vote for a tax reduction bill”
* You made it so strong that while the President did not say
anything before the election, he did say just a few day® after
the election, on November 6, that he was for a tax reduction
measure.

Mr. President, it is not sound business, it is not real states-
manship, to pile up enormous surpluses in the Treasury, such
as we have now, of from $385,000,000 to $500,000,000, and
adjourn Congress, knowing that a like surplus will be piled
up next year, without giving the people the benefit thereof.

Here is another statement made by General Lord:
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The case is very like the man with the whiskers. He had worn
whiskers for 40 years, and was greatly attached to them. They were
attached to him.

Naturally so,

One day his little grandchild asked him what he did with 'em
nights.

This went over the radio.
Did he put 'em under the coverlid or leave 'em outside?
He is talking about whiskers.

He had never thought of that guestion before. The succeeding night
was a troubled one. Just what to do with the whiskers proved a very
trying, sleep-banishing problem. The next day he cut off his whiskers.
We can get rid of our surplus this year by applylng it to the national
debt.

Mr. CARAWAY. Who told that story? _

Mr. HARRISON. General Lord.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator knows, does he not, that Noah
started that just after he got out of the ark?

Mr. HARRISON. General Lord continued :

But we will face another surplus problem next year.

The President’s utterance was on all fours with that. There
is going to be a surplus next year, there is a surplus now, and,
Senators, it does seem to me that we ought to have some tax
reduction legislation at this time.

There will not be any great amount of controversy about it.
The Democrats in the House and the Republicans in the House
can get together behind a plan. This resolution does not specify
the details of the plan. They can give the reduction in the
antomobile taxes if they want to. They can reduce the cor-
poration taxes if they want to. They can reduce the surtaxes
or the normal taxes if they want to. The plan is left to them.

Everybody knows, with the calendar in the condition it is in
now, and with such a short time between now and adjourn-
ment, that we ean not bring up any question abeut which there
will be much discussion. There will be cooperation on the part
of the minority Members in the House. There will be coopera-
tion here. It should not take much time to pass a general tax
reduction bill.

I submit that the conditions warrant such action. Nothing is
more important. I eare not what bill is now upon the calendar,
nothing would bring more relief to the American people than for
us to write a tax reduction bill at this time.

I quoted the other day from the debates in the House, when
the distingunished ranking Demoerat on the Ways and Means
Committee, Mr. GArNER, propounded a question to Mr. MiLLs,
who was ushered in this morning as Undersecretary of the
Treasury, and he said lie was in favor of bringing in a bill if
it could be confined to one guestion, namely, tax reduction of
corporations. Mr. GAgNER propounded the guestion to Mr. TiL-
soxn, the leader of the Republicans in the House, and he said,
“Oh, but what will the Senate do with the proposition?” They
want to know what the sentiment of thé Senate is. This resolu-
tion furnishes a splendid and admirable vehicle for showing
what Senators think about tax reduction at this time.

Of course, there will be some Senators who have just returned
from their States flving the colors of vietory, and whose breasts
are sticking out, who can go back and say, “Oh, yes; I voted
against giving you tax reduction at this time. I voted against
the resolution expressing it s the sense of the Senate that
such a bill ought to be passed.” But you will make a further
explanation to your people. They will ask you more questions
than that. Some of you may say, “Oh, we are lefting the
future take care of it, and somebody may come up and explain.
Maybe the President will come out into my State two years
from now and explain my vote on that resolution.”

You had better take care of yourselves, Senators. Many of
you on the other side will come up for reelection a year and
a half from now. You are the ones who have to make the
explanation. You are the ones who will stand upon the stump
and tell your constituents why you voted against an expression
of the sense of the Senate to the effect that we ought to have
tax reduction at this time.

We have over 30 days remaining in which to act upon such
a plan. There will be cooperation. There will not be opposi-
tion. We can get together on a bill. There is no excuse for
not doing it. Yet my friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess]
raises the point that the resolution ought to go to the Commit-
tee on Finance. Even with the able and distinguished member-
ship which composes that committee, the Senate does not re-
quire the approval of the resolution by that comnittee to in-
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fluence a vote of the Senate. There is nothing complicated
about it. It is simple. It does contain hardly more than 20
words. The Senator wants fo send it back to the committee,
because he wants to kill it. That is what it would mean. It
wonld mean burying it in the archives of the Finance Commit-
tee under the leadership of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoor].
I am not willing for that to be done. Any vote that proposes to
send the resolution to that committee is a vote against the ex-
pression of the sense of the Senate on this very important
proposition,

1 do not want to take the time of the Senate at this par-
ticular juncture. There is much important legislation to enact.
T am perfectly willing to have a vote on the proposition. Before
1 said a word about it I was willing to take a vote on the resolu-
tion. Why should we take up the time of the Senate for days
in discussion of the matter? That Is what it would mean.
There would be more speeches on it. If we do not get action
to-day and if the resolution does go over and is placed on the
enlendar, there will be a motion made here day after day to
take it up, if I can catch the attractive eye of the Presiding
Officer to secure recognition to make the motion. We might
just as well take a vote on it now and ﬂn%out how everybody
feels, so that Republican Senators can go back to their people
und tell them whether they are for tax reduction or against it.

Mr. FESSE. Mr, President it had been my thought that it
would be just as well fo take a vote immediately upon the
motion to refer the resolution, but the Senator from Mississippi
[Mr. Hagrisox] has gone into the subject rather fully and
made some statements which 1 think ought to have some atten-
tion, so I propose at this time to discuss his proposal.

In the first place, there are eight appropriation bills which
are yet to be acted upon by the Congress. When we realize
the number of items which will be in dispute between the two
Houses, it is easy to appreciate the amount of time to be eon-
sumed legitimately on those differences. In addition to those
bills, which mnst have consideration, we have others which in-
volve wide interest, which are being keenly controverted in this
body and in the other body. The Senator from Washington
[Mr. DiLL], a member of the Interstate Commerce Committee,
has now before us for the action of the Senate the conference
report on the radio bill. I do not know how much time that
will consume, but I think considerable time, because it involves
a new subject, and Members of both Houses are averse to
acting quickly without consideration. I think inevitably that
matter will take some time, and it is certainly important
enough that we ought to have action on it at this session and
without undue delay.

I have been greatly interested in the final vofe on the bank-
ing bill. As long as the days before I was a Member of this
body I collaborated with the author of that bill in another
body, and I think it extremely important that final action be
hiad on the measure as soon as may be. No one needs further
than simply to take observation of what took place here yes-
terday and in the days preceding to know that that bill is going
to r(;quire considerable fime in this body, if we get final action
at all.

In addition to that, there have been some ugly utterances in
regard to the Muscle Shoals situation. I for one am extremely
anxious that that measure be put in some form so we can get
a final disposition of it.

The same thing may be said as to farm relief. I do not
know of any subject that creates a wider interest, in which
more people are not only interested, but vocally interested,
talking about it, than the possible relief for agriculture, Sub-
jects which are controversial in connection with the ideas for
farm relief are bound to consume a great amount of time,

I have mentioned only a few of these matters. Yet here is
introduced a subject by the Senator from Mississippi which
has no place in this body. Anyone having any familiarity with
the Constitution knows that that consideration can not orig-
inate in this body. Whether it is political or otherwise T am
not saying, but we certainly know that it can not be anything
more than a gesture from the standpoint of final action, be-
cause final action in this body on such a subject means
absolutely nothing,

Mr. KING. Mr.
inquiry?

Mr. FESS. I yield to my friend from Utah,

Mr. KING. The Senator knows that Congress, both the
House and the Senate, acting sometimes individually and some-
times collectively, express opinions upon foreign matters, though
there is committed to the Executive the handling of foreign
affairs; so I can see no impropriety in the Senate expressing its

President, will the Senator permit an
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opinion upon this question as we did the other day in regard to
arbitration. In view of the fact that we are in agreement that
there should be a reduction of taxes and the President has so
affirmed his belief in that view, together with leading Republi-
cans, we can dispose of the resolntion in two minutes. If the
Senator would take his seat and permit us to have a viva voce
vote or a yea-and-nay vote, we could dispose of it in a very
short time. I am sure the Senator would vote for the resolu-
tion, so let us stop talking and have a vote on the resolution.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the last man on this floor who
should ask another Senator to stop talking is the junior Senafor
from Utah. That is not said offensively, because 1 am always
pleased to listen to whatever he has to say.

Mr. KING. Let us vote, then.

Mr. FESS. But the Senator must ask one who has oceupied
not one minute of this session in making a speech, because I am
interested in the expedition of legislation. In other words, let
me say to my friend that I have at times gripped my chair in
order to hold myself down while individuals in the Senate were
making statements which ought to be refuted, but in the interest
of a program which we are trying to enact I studiously avoided
consuming any time whatever. I again say to my friend, do
not ask the Senator from Ohio under the circumstances to take
his seat, becanse I am not going to do it just now.

Mr, COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Wiruis in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohjo yield to the Senator from New
York?

Mr. FESS. BeforeI yield to my friend from New York may I
make just a slight observation with reference to a remark of
the Senator from Utah about expressing an opinion? I admit
that it is a practice sometimes followed where one of the
Houses will express an opinion in reference to what the other
House should do. Only at the last session the House of Repre-
sentatives announced its opinion on the World Court, which,
of course, was a maftter that pertains wholly to the Senate.
While it is true that now and then such a thing is done, it
ought not to be a vehicle for the consumption of time when
time is of the essence.

I yield now to my friend from New York.

Mr. COPELAND. Let us for a moment get back to the orig-
inal subject under discussion. The Senator from Ohio must
realize, I am sure, that the taxpayers of the country are seek-
ing relief. There is no question of that in his mind, I am sure,
and if that is the case why do we nof make some effort at this
session to give some measure of relief to the taxpayer?

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. FESS. Certainly.

Mr. CURTIS. Those constituents of mine who have ex-
pressed themselves in regard to this subject ask that the sur-
plus be used for a reduction of the national debt. I have not
had a single letter, that I recall, asking for a refund, but all of
the letters ask that the surplus be applied to a reduction of the
national debt.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio
permit me to make a brief statement in reply to the Senator
from Kausas and then I shall sit down?

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from New York.

Mr. COPELAND. Let me say in reply to the Senator from
Kansas that his constituents and the citizens of his State must
be unduly and unusually patriotic. The people who live in my
State do not say any such thing to me. They say that this
money was taken from them because the Government needed
it for its operation, that provision has been made for the pay-
ment of the national debt in an orderly fashion; that an ex-
cessive amount has been taken out of the pockets of the tax-
payers, and that it is only right, when a surplus develops and
it is determined that there is more money in the Treasury than
the Government needs in its orderly operation, that such sur-
plus should be returned to the taxpayers.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I was about to say that I was not
in entire unison with the Cominission on Finance in the last tax
reduction bill. I did not go along with the committee in its rec-
ommendations for the repeal of the capital-stock tax. Neither
did I go along with the committee in the increase of the corpora-
tion income tax. In the first place, I felt that the capital-stock
tax, being upon a sound basis as I thought, should not be re-
pealed until such time as we would not need the $97,000,000 to
be collected from that source. On the other hand, I did not like
the idea of an increase of taxation in a tax reduction bill, which
was done in the case of the corporation income tux. I went
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along with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HarrisoN] on
that guestion. There were some other items with which I did
not fully agree.

I am free to say that it is not a cuf-and-dried proposition
with me, and it is not a matter of following the administration
wishes in the matter. In other words, when announcement was
made as to what might be done with the surplus in the Treas-
ury, if it were demonstrated that there would be a surplus, I
thought that it should be applied to payment of the public debt
rather than to any application in the way of a rebate, and I
so stated last fall in an interview after reaching Washington.
It is fundamentally sound that the national debt should be re-
duced as rapidly as it can be done consistent with the integrity
of American business. We must maintain this integrity, other-
wise there will be no revenue paid. If, on the other hand, any
system, whatever its character, would destroy the business of
the country, it would reduce the revenue to a point where there
would be no possibility of payment of the debt, Our policy from
the beginning has been to pay the public debt just as rapidly
as it ean be done. In order to do that we have established a
sinking fund. That sinking fund, it is true, may be either in-
creased or decreased. ;

We have also provided for the application of the payment of
any inferest and principal of the foreign loans in the further
reduction of the national debt, and it has been the policy of
the Government to apply the surplus to the payment of the
public debt. To those three items we can add the proceeds
which we obtained from the sale of war materials following the
close of the war, and also the liquidation of certain of our
Government agencies, such as the War Finance Corporation,
the Grain Corporation, and other agencies which had in their
treasuries considerable sums of money. But all of that is gone;
that fourth element of debt reduction is no longer to mate-
rialize; that is exhausted. The three methods by which we
may continue to reduce the public debt will be the sinking fund,
the application of the payments on foreign loans, and then such
surplus as will measure the difference between the income into
the Treasury and the outgo.

For what reason should we apply the surplus to the payment
of the national debt? For this reason: The largest item of
public expenditure since the close of the World War is interest
on the public debt, which at one time was over $1,000,000,000
per annum. Mr. President, when we realize that before the
World War the interest charge on the public debt was less than
$40,000,000 per annum, and then realize that immediately fol-
lowing that war it was one and one-eighth billion dollars, we
begin to appreciate the burden that has come to us financially
because of the World War. While, with the exception of one
yvear, we have reduced the debt every year by at least three-
quarters of a billion dollars, and during two years reduced it
beyond the billion-dollar mark, to an amount totaling $6,000,-
000,000, still the interest item is this year over $800,000,000.
It is greater than the combined appropriations for the Army
and the Navy. We can not reduce that item except as we pay
the public debt, If we do not pay the public debt, that item con-
tinues perpetually without end of time. On the other hand,
every time we pay $1,000,000,000 on the public debt we save an
actual interest charge of $45,000,000 forever. That makes it
extremely important that we should apply the surplus to the
payment of the public debt.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
from Ohio a question?

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield ; and if so, to whom?

Mr. FESS. I yield first to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. Am I to infer from the Senator’s remarks
that he is against at any time in the near future the passage
of a tax reduction bill?

Mr. FESS. No.

Mr. HARRISON. But as the surplus is piled up he would
apply all of the surplus to the payment of the national debt?

Mr, FESS. No. I will come to that, I will say to my good
friend, in a very short time.

Now I yield to my friend from New York.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, granting the importance of
liguidating the public debt as soon as possible, ought we not,
in all fairness to the taxpayers and really in order to be honest
with them, to let them know in advance our intent to apply
the surplus to the payment of the natifonal debt? The Senator
from Ohio is certainly familiar with the language of the Presi-
dent himself, who has said that to make use of these funds for
any other purpose than the operation of the Government is
't‘hletg?jized larceny.” Does the Senator from Ohio agree to
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Mr. FESS. Mr. President, when leading men use slogans or
aphorisms they very frequently are employed by those who do
not agree with them with more or less of a tendency to ridicule.

Mr. COPELAND. But I do agree with the President.

Mr. FESS. President Woodrow Wilson used the expression
“Too proud to fight.” On the floor of one House of Congress
I have heard that expression ridiculed many times, and I must
say I did not appreciate the ridicule. President Wilson also
used the expression “This war is to make the world safe for
democracy.” I have felt sometimes that that expression was
being taken advantage of by various countries of Europe when
they have said that if the World War was fought for the pur-

of “making the world safe for democracy,” then the
United States should cancel all their obligations in the form of
loans which were made for that purpose. Now, while T did
not criticize that literary gem of President Wilson, the truth
about the matter is it was taken advantage of, ridiculed, al-
though beautiful in itself, and used as an argument in connec-
tion with the obligations of foreign governments to the United
States.

When President Coolidge referred to “legalized larceny " he
was necessarily refe%ring to exacting from the people an amount
of money when we could avoid doing so, I agree with him pre-
cisely that the United States Government should not collect
more than is necessary, not merely for running the expenses
of the Government but for the orderly handling of the Govern-
ment's business and also to meet the obligations of the Nation.
That is the policy we have pursued from the beginning.

AMr. COPELAND rose.

Mr, FESS. If the Senator from New York will permit me,
I will indicate the progress we have made in regard to debt
reduction.

Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator will permit me to ask him
merely one question, then I will take my seat.

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from New York for that
purpose.

Mr. COPELAND. Then, the Senator from Ohio believes that
we should mot have a reduection of taxes now or even in the
near future until the national debt shall have been paid?

Mr. FESS. The Senator from New York knows that that
statement is not warranted; that I am just as much in favor
of legitimate, rational tax reduction as he is. The difference
between us is that I do not want to embarrass the Treasury,
while he would like to embarrass the administration, That is
a wide difference, and a difference which the Senator from
New York appreciates as much as I do.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, will the Senator from
Ohio yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Ohio has stated that
the Senator from New York wants to embarrass the Treasury
but that he himself does not want to embarrass the Treasury.
There are $383,000,000 of surplus in the Treasury. The esti-
mate by General Lord is that in 1928 there will be a surplus
of over $200.000,000 in the Treasury. Would it embarrass tha
Treasury to pass a general tax reduction bill now to absorb
of that surplus, say, $200,000,000, not going to $250,000,000%

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I wish to answer that guestion
specifically and now. Permanent tax reduction legislation goes
beyond the year in which it is enacted; it is permanent until
it shall be modified. Without knowing how much will be de-
manded from the Treasury by legislation, on the one hand, and
how the level of business from which we get the inflow of
revenue in the form of taxation will be maintained, on the other
hand, to undertake to reach into the future is unwise in the
highest degree, and the Senator knows it is.

Ar, HARRISON. Let me ask the Senator another question.
We passed a tax reduction bill in 1922, because there was not
only a surplus then of something over $200,000,000 but the esti-
mate of the Treasury Department was that in the succeeding
year and the years to follow the surplus would approxi-
mate the amount by which we reduced taxes, The same thing
was true when we passed the 1924 revenue act. At that time
there was a surplus in the Treasury, and it was stated that in
the future there would be a certain amount of surplus. In
1926 there was the same condition. How are we going to esti-
mate the surplus in considering a tax reduction proposal ex-
cept by the figures of the Treasury Department? If we take
the figures given in the speech of General Lord the other night,
it appears that not only is there a surplus this year but there
will be a surplus next year; and he used that illustration
about the man with the whiskers which I read to the Senator.
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Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I appreciate the splendid en-
comium which the Senator from Mississippi has delivered upon
the handling of finances of the Government. Let me now give
some facts about tax reduction, as the Senator from Mississippi
has dealt with that subject this morning,

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FESS. Please let me make this statement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio de-
clines to yield.

Mr. FESS. I do not decline to yield, but I should like to
make this statement connectedly.

Mr, COPELAND. Very well.

Mr. FESS. There is no basis on which any tax reduction
can be made except on our ability to reduce the expenses of
the Government. If there is no reduction in the cost of the
Government, there ecan be no reduction in taxation, and the
extent of our ability to reduce taxes must be found in our
ability to reduce the cost of Government from the point where
it now is to the minimum. On the other hand, our ability to
pay the cost of Government depends wholly upon the level of
business, for it is upon business that we must rely for the
revenue of the Government. If there is no business, there
is no revenue, no matter how much we may reduce the cost
of Government. Those two items must be pertinent in this
discussion.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FESS, I yield to the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. EDGE. As pertinent to the Senator's discussion, I wish
to refer to the daily statement of the United States Treasury,
which is placed on the desks of Senators every day. Having
been impressed with the statement made a moment ago that
we must anticipate the future, I wish to call attention to the
fact that the comparative analysis of receipts and expendi-
tures for January last year and January of this year shows
that in January, 1926, the receipts were almost $172,000,000,
while in the corresponding period of this year—that is, Jan-
uary, 1927—the receipts were $157,000,000; so that the Treas-
ury receipts were some $14,000,000 less in January, 1927, than
in the corresponding month last year,

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from New
Jersey.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
from New Jersey a guestion?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Mississippl.

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator from New Jersey, then,
doubt what the President said in his speech on Saturday night,
and what General Lord said, that there was a surplus in the
Treasury of $383,000,000, and that there would be a surplus
in the future under the present tax law?

Mr. EDGE. The Senator from New Jersey does not doubt
anything the President ever says.

Mr. HARRISON. 1 did not think the Senator did.

Mr. EDGE. But the Senator from New Jersey is pointing
out the actual balance sheet, which at least discloses the situa-
tion so far as current revenues are concerned.

Mr. FESS. Mp, President, on the subject of reducing the
cost of Government I wish to give the figures of the appropria-
tions for various yrears which will show the sliding scale down-
ward to a certain point in governmental expenditures. In 1920
the appropriations for the expenses of the Government were
$6,482,000,000 ; in 1921 they had been reduced to $5,538,000,000,
representing a reduction of nearly a billion dollars. In 1922
they were reduced to $3,795,000,000. There was no possibility
of our effecting tax reduction until we had cut the cost of
Government to such a degree that there was a saving. 8o, in
1921, as the Senator knows, a tax reduction bill was started
on its way, discussed for long weeks, and was finally signed in
1922, That first tax-reduction measure reduced the bill which
the American people had to pay in the form of taxes by
$835,000,000. That was as great a reduction as the condition
of the Treasury would justify, and such a reduction could not
have been made prior to 1922.

In 1923 our appropriations amounted to $3,697,000,000, being
only about $100,000,000 less than the appropriations for the
preceding year. In 1924 the appropriations amounted to $3,-
507,000,000. They were about §190,000,000 less than the appro-
priations for the preceding year, and represented in the neigh-
borhood of a billion dollars reduction in the cost of Govern-
ment from 1922 to 1924. That laid the basis for a second
tax reduction bill, and such a measure was discussed in both
Houses for weeks and was passed in June, 1924. It saved
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to the people of the country a tax bill of over $400,000,000;
but it was thought that that was as low as we could go at
that time consistently with the condition of the Treasury.

In 1925 the cost bill of the Government was $3,530,000,000.

In 1926 the cost bill was $3,585,000,000.

You will note at once that we have gotten to about the limit
of the reduction in the cost of Government until we reach
the point where we will further reduce the public debt and
reduce the item of interest.

Mr. President, when it comes to the Army, if necessary we
can reduce the appropriation for that arm of defense. I am
not in favor of going below the present size of the Army. That
means that I would not be in favor of further ecutting the
appropriation for the Army. We could, if we wanted to, further
reduce the Navy below what it now is. I am not inclined to
fayor that. Therefore, while we could do it, the Congress is
not likely to do it. In other words, those items of appropria-
tion are more or less static, and will grow and increase rather
than decrease.

The same thing is true about the sinking fund. The =inking
fund is constantly increasing, as under the law is inevitable.
While we could change the law and instead of increasing the
sinking fund from year to year we might reduce it somewhat,
there are some items of appropriation that we are not going
to rednce, because they are a matter of contract, and one is
interest on the public debt, which we can not reduce except as we
pay the publie debt. That is the only way in which that item
can be reduced.

Then there is another item. We are mot going to reduce
the enormous amount required for the operation of the Vet-
erans’ Burean. Senators will recall that two years ago the
Veterans' Bureau cost the Government, including hospitalization
and every arm of it, considerably over half a billion dollars,
and this year jt is an enormous amount, for we are told that
the peak of the hospitalization of the World War veterans will
not be reached until 1928, when it is supposed that it will begin
to decrease; and we are not going to reduce the item for the
disabled soldiers, whatever be the concern here.

The same thing could be said about pensions. The amount
paid by way of pensions to the veterans of the Civil War will
be reduced, but the amount paid by way of pensions to the
veterans of the Spanish-American War will be increased, so
that there is not going to be a great reduction in that arm.

There will not be a reduction in the operation of the Postal
Service of the country.

In other words, there is no showing whereby we are going to
got a very decided decrease of the operating expenses of the
Government. That being the case, the matter of tax reduction
becomes quite important,

In 1926 we reached a point where the Treasury was in such
shape because of the phenomenal progress of the business of
the country that without cutting the expenses of the Govern-
ment we saw such an increase in the revenue that we were able
again to reduce taxation. This time we reduced it by the
third law. Not only did we reduce it, but we revised the taxa-
tion system; and there is much more sense in revision than in
reduction, for any system of taxation that is not built upon
the possibility of American business prospering is a very unwise
form of taxation. So by reducing certain forms of taxation we
increase the revenue from those sources—a matter that had
been pressed in both Houses as far back as 1921; for I myself,
speaking in the other body, urged that point in April of 1921
and again in August of that year.

Mr. President, in 1926 we undertook the third tax-reduction
bill. That was on the 26th of February, less than a year ago;
and we reduced the taxes $387,000,000.

In 1922 we reduced taxes $835,000,000.

In 1924 we reduced the taxes $400,000,000 plus.

In 1926 we reduced the taxes $387,000,000.

We were not, however, swept off our feet because of any
political propaganda to do these things before the state of
the Treasury would warrant it; and we will not be swept off
our feet by the political propaganda that is now raging in this
body and has been raging here for the last 10 days.

Mr, HARRISON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, I know that the Senator ex-
cepts me from that political propaganda; but he speaks of the
present condition. Does not the Senator think that when we
are going to adjourn Congress, as we are, on the 4th of March,
not to reconvene until December of this year, and there is a
surplus in the Treasury of somewhere around $400,000,000 now,
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and there will be a surplus approaching that amount next year,
it is due to the people to give them some tax relief at this
time?

Mr. FESS. If the Senator will introduce a measure to take
care of this surplus limited to this year, and do it in an
equitable way, I will join him at once.

Mr. HARRISON. What are you going to do with regard to
the surplus that is going to accumulate for the mext fiscal
year? The Senator does not want to go on record as being
in favor of these popgun tax reduction bills, just giving a
rebate year by year, as the surplus accumulates, does he?

Mr, FESS. The Senator from Ohio does not care anything
about popgun legislation. There are too many popguns going
off every day to please the average Senator.

Mr. HARRISON. I hear a few popping off on the other side
occasionally.

Mr. FESS. Yes; I admit that. Probably the present
speaker is popping off.

Mr. HARRISON. I never think the Senator pops off too
much. He does not pop in the right direction.

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Mississippi has gone straight
to the heart of the subject; and, if he will permit me, I should
like to make some comments on his guestion. He wants to
know whether we are not going to pay any attention to per-
manent legislation. That was the question he asked in answer
to my statement that I wounld gladly join him. If he will offer
a resolution that will equitably apply fhe present surplus, I
will join the Senator on that; but I will not go beyond the
present surplus. Now let me tell him why.

Mr. HARRISON. I understood the Senator to say that he
opposed the idea embodied in the amendment of the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Reep] last week, which would have dis-
tributed the surplus.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I ought not to be misunderstood.
I would prefer applying the present surplus to the payment of
the public debt rather than the other alternative; but I think
probably I went further than I ought to have gone when I said
that if the Senator would introduce a measure that would
equitably apply it 1 would join him. I will say to the Senator
that I would prefer to apply it to the payment of the public
debt, for I think that is a sounder policy; but if, for any rea-
son, that should not be done, then I should not hesitate a
moment to make an equitable application of the present sur-
plus, not to go beyond this year.

Now, Mr. President, let me state why I would not do it.

This Congress is a good example of expenditure beyond what
we expected when we first assembled. There are several meas-
ures that have come in here and are very easily amended with
great additions, and these additions go through with little con-
tention. The rivers and harbors bill is one example; and I
am not criticizing it, for, while I voted against some items in
it, like the Cape Cod Canal, I voted for the bill on its final
passage.

In the case of the public buildings bill I was strongly in favor
of the §165,000,000 bill. I have no regrets for having supported
it. Another bill on the subject has been introduced, and I was
strongly for that—the bill for the payment of $25,000,000 to
purchase the triangle. There is another one of $1,700,000 to
buy the site for the Supreme Court, and another one of $800,000
to buy a location for the Botanic Garden. All of these are
through this body, and some of them are through the other
body; and there is being introduced an amendment to the
$25,000,000 bill to earry $100,000,000 of appropriations to care
for needed buildings outside of the Distriet of Columbia. That
is in addition to the $165,000,000 and the $28,000,000; and that
is only one example of how freely we vote appropriations. I
am not ecriticizing it, because I supported all of these bills; but
they indicate what demands are brought up and how freely we
vote upon them.

There is a bill introduced by the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
McNary] which, if it becomes a law—and if it does not, some
other bill will become a law carrying a similar feature—will
require a revolving fund of some two hundred to two hundred
and fifty million dollars. There are other measures in the
borning that will likely be considered with more or less favor,
such as the Muscle Shoals bill, as to which I join the Senator
from Mississippi in being anxious to get a hearing and a final
vote upon it. But here is the thing to keep in mind on the
tax-reduction question: If we can not keep down the appropria-
tions, the estimates of which are away below what we are
actually appropriating now, all of these additions together will
more than absorb the surplus that we are thinking about to-day.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a

question ?
Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi.
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Mr. HARRISON. Has not that condition always prevailed—
that you could not tell what the Congress was going to do in
the future?

Mr. FESS. Yes,

Mr. HARRISON. All tax bills are written on the estimates
of the Treasury Department as to future surpluses.

Mr. FESS. No; I will say to my friend from Mississippi
that never in the history of America has a second tax reduction
bill been introduced, and consideration of it demanded, before
a year elapsed from the time of the last one.

Mr. HARRISON. May I suggest to the Senator that the act
of 1926 was considered and was recommended a little more
than a year after the act of 1924 was passed, and we had then
no such amount of surplus as we have now.

Mr. FESS. There is another prowvision which I want the
Senator from Mississippi to permit me to discuss,

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator yield for just one minute?

Mr. FESS. I always yield to the Senator from Mississippi,
because while he is sometimes very caustic, there is not a man
on the floor of the Senate whom I more like to hear, or whose
personality I more admire.

Mr. HARRISON. I am glad of that. That is why the Sena-
tor is so wise; he has heard good counsel.

Mr. FESS. I am much obliged.

Mr. HARRISON. I want to ask the Senator from Ohio
whether he intends to speak until 2 o'clock. Of course, the
Senator and myself know the parliamentary rules, and I would
Jjust like to know what is in the mind of the Senator.

Mr. FESS. I very much dislike to see the Senator from Mis-
sissippi leave the floor

Mr. HARRISON. I am not going to leave.

Mr. FESS. Because he is my inspiration, and he has been
ever since he has been on the floor,

Mr. HARRISON. I do not intend to leave, but if the Senator
intends to take all the time until 2 o’clock, I want to submit a
unanimous-consent request.

Mr. FESS. This subject is so big that I could not possibly
get throngh with it before 8 o'clock this afternoon.

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator permit me to submit a
request ?

Mr. FESS. Yes.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent that at 2 o'clock
the consideration of this reselution shall continue.

Mr. CURTIS. I should object to that.

Mr, HARRISON. I am surprised at that objection. Then I
ask unanimous consent that the resolution may go over until
to-morrow without prejudice.

Mr. CURTIS. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is heard.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I hope the Senator from
Mississippi is not overgrieved at the objections.

Mr. FESS. There is another feature I want the Senator
from Mississippi to consider; that is, the ability to collect
revenue. Revenue comes from two main sources. One is
customs dues, and the other, of course, is in the form of
general taxation, and depends in size on the condition of
business.

As to customs dues, there is a wide difference between the
Senators who sit on opposite sides of this main aisle. Our
Democratic friends believe that the customs dues should be
collected on the basis of tariff for revenue only. I do not
want my friend to think that I am going to discuss the tariff
question. I am not discussing that; I am discussing the reve-
nue question only.

On the other hand, we on this side believe that enstoms dues
should be collected not only for revenue, but should be so
levied as to extend to the encouragement and the building up
of American industry.

Our friends claimed in 1922 that if the Underwood law,
which had been on the statute books from 1913, should be
displaced by the law then proposed, the people of the United
States would not only be overtaxed, but that the revenue of
the Government from duties would be reduced. That was
urged in both Houses, and I think it was asserted because it
was believed.

What was the result? We claimed that in the degree that
production and consumptive power were stimulated business
would be increased, and that when domestic business increased
foreign trade would also increase, and that if we increased
foreign trade that in itself would not reduce the sum total
of revenue. Therefore we held that * While your law is
specifically for revenue only, and ours is for encouragement
of American industries, in addition to revenue, we will collect
more revenue under our law than you do under yours.” And
we were hooted at.
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Here are the figures. In 1923 there were collected from
customs dues $561,920,000. That was the first year after the
present law had been on the statute books for one year. In
1922, the year before, the receipts were only $356,000,000. In
other words, the first year under the present law the revenues
from customs dues were 60 per cent more than in the last
year of the revenue only law, In 1924 the receipts were
$545,000,000; in 1925 they were $547,561,000, and in 1926 they
were $579,430,000.

Mr. President, nnder the revenue only law, the high-water
mark was $356,000,000, and last year, under the present law,
the receipts were $579,000,000. That proves that the present
law as a revenue producer is far superior to its predecessor,

On the other hand, revenue going into the Treasury from
sources outside of customs dues comes from individual income
taxes, income taxes on corporations, and ordinary taxes of
varions forms. My friend the Senator from Mississippi has
suggested that we are perfectly safe in assuming that the high
level of business to-day will continue indefinitely and that upon
that basis we are assured a surplus next year, as we have one
this year. If I could be absolutely certain of that, I would not
hesitate very much in voting for another tax reduction, even
though it should come before a year elapsed since the last one,
But who can tell what is in the future?

I do not see any symptoms at the present moment that indi-
cate a depression in business. On the other hand, there never
has been a time in the history of the world when capital was
better invested, when labor was better employed, when trans-
portation was doing a business equal to fhat it is doing at the
present time, when the building program had ever reached such
a plane as it reached in the last four years. There has been a
building program that totaled in four years more than $24,000,-
000,000. Four billion dollars a year was put into business
structures. The balance of it was in residence structures. I
do not know whether the building program is completed or not.
I can not be certain that we have not reached the point where
the demand in building is more or less supplied. If I could
know that we are not overreaching construction by our mass
production. then I would have more light as to what I should
do in voting on a tax reduction bill.

In the United States to-day there are 15 banks owned and
operited by union labor, to say nothing about the 75 finance
corporations that are owned and operated by union labor.
There are to-day among the laboring classes of the United
States at least three and a half times as many home owners,
big and little, as are found in the next greatest country on the
globe, the United Kingdom of Great Briiain. There are four
times the deposits in savings banks from small depositors, four
times greater than all the capitalization of all the national
banks, all the State banks, and all the trust companies in the
United States. There never has been a time when prosperity
was so generally distribufted; all classes are sharing in pros-
perity as they never have shared before.

I do not see any symptoms in that to indicate that business
is not going to keep on the high level on which it now is. But
everyone knows that overnight something might occur, I have
always been afraid, I will say to my colleagues, for the high
level of prices when I see production overrunning consumption,
when I see the cotton sitnation in the Sounthland as it is now,
when I see the legitimate effects of production beyond the power
of consumption. While I am assured that the shelyes which
hold the surplus material for sale are not overcrowded, that
production is not outrunning consumption, yet I can not some-
times help fearing that when prices current are running so high
that they seem abnormal it is a red flag that ought to be a
signal of warning,

While it may be that our present business integrity will be
maintained and can be comparatively assured that this high
level of business will continue and that there will be no reduc-
tion of revenue in the form of income and corporation taxes
and that we may have a surplus next year, as we have this
vear, while I hope that is true, it would be unwise, it would
be the height of unwisdom, without knowing what will be the
limitation of the exactions upon the Treasury this year and
without knowing what will be the income next year, to proceed
now to make permanent reductions applying this year, the next
year, and the next year, without knowing what is going fo take
place,

Mr. HARRISON. May I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. FESS. If we wait, there is no reason why in the next
Congress we may not be sufficiently well established in our
knowledge of the sitnation as to make us free either to vote
for another tax reduction or not, but in the meantime let us
apply the present surplus to the further reduction of the public
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debt, thereby reducing the annual charges in the way of in-
terest, and do the businesslike thing of paying our debts as
rapidly as we can consistent with the prosperity of the country.

Now 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr, HARRISON. Of course, the Senator means to apply also
on the national debt the surplus that will accumulate for the
coming year.

Mr. FESS. We can not tell whether there will be any
surplus or not.

Mr, HARRISON. We will have no session of Congress until
December, and that would naturally follow, would it not?

Mr. FESS. It would probably be done if the Treasury De-
partment had a basis upon which a judgment could be formed
that in the following year there would be another surplus.

Mr. HARRISON. Would the Senator and his colleagues
allow this resolution to pass if we put a limitation in providing
that the tax reduction shall not go over, =ay, $200,000,0007
That would be below any estimate anyone has made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having
arrived, the resolution goes to the calendar. The Chair lays
before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated.

The CHIEr CreErg. A bill (H, R. 11768) to regulate the im-
portation of milk and cream into the United States for the
purpose of promoting the dairy industry of the United States
and protecting the public health,

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of Senate Resolution 336,

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I make the point of order
that the motion is not in order. It is not a motion provided
for under the rules and is not permissible under either Rule
XXII or Rule IX, nor is it a motion specially provided for
under the rules as was the motion made on yesterday.

Mr. ASHURST, Mr. President, it seems that only yesterday
we voted to adhere to a precedent established in 1922

Mr. LENROOT. The rule specially provided for that motion.

Mr. HARRISON. I have always understood that if we
could get the eye of the Presiding Officer to submit a motion
to proceed to the consideration of a bill or resolution, it mat-
tered not if there was some unfinished business before the
Senate. If a majority of Senators vote to take up the new
business, it sets aside the unfinished business, and such a
motion has always been in order.

Mr. LENROOT, That rule applies only to a bill or joint
resolution, and this is neither.

Mr. HARRISON. I understand that at one time, under a
point of order raised by the Senator from Wisconsin, he led
the Presiding Officer into that fallacy because it was a resolu-
tion and was not a bill, and that it was not in order becanse
the rule said, specifically, “ bill ”; but, under a fair construe-
tion of the rule, if the motion is in order to take up a joint
resolution or concurrent resolution or a bill, it eertainly would
be in order to take up a Senate resolution.

Mr, LENROOT. I have only this to say, that if we want to
violate all the rules of the Senate the meotion is in order, but
under the rules it clearly is not in order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair feels inclined to
sustain the point of order. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside——

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I am forced to object until
I can get some understanding about my resolution.

Mr. MURTIS. Mr. President, T suggest that the Senator let
his resolution go to the calendar. I will consult with the
Senator from Utah [Mr. Samoor] to-morrow, and I think we can
agree upon a time to vote upon the resolution.

Mr. HARRISON. We have to-day seen two hours frittered
away in a filibuster against a simple resolution containing
just a few words. To-morrow I shall have to make the motion
again to bring up the resolution, and we will have to go
through the same performance. Unless I can get some agree-
ment now, there will be no more recesses if I can prevent it.
There will be an adjournment every day, and there will be a
motion every day to take up the resolution until we get a
vote upon it. I am perfectly willing to fix a time, this after-
noon or to-morrow or any time, to vote on the resolution.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HARRISON. 1 yield.

Mr. LENROOT. I want to assure tle Senator that I have
not in any way obstructed the consideration of the resolution.

Mr. HARRISON. I know the Senator has not done o.

Mr. LENROOT. I merely did not want him to take his
punishment out on me.

Mr. CURTIS. I believe that after talking with the Senator
from Utah [Mr. Smoor] we can arrange for a time to vote
on the Senator’s resolution. The Senator from Utah desires
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to be here when the vote is had, and so told the Senator from
“Mississippi.

Mr. HARRISON. Very well; I will let it go over until
to-morrow to see if we can get an agreement to vote to-morrow.

NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I now renew my request that
the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside and that
the Senate resume the consideration of the naval appropria-
tion Dbill

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15641) making appropriations for
the Navy Department and the naval service for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1928, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment will
be stated.

The CHier CreErg. The pending amendment is on page 51, in
line 9, after the word “ authorized,” to strike out “ $13,750,000 "
and to insert in lieu thereof * $14,950,000.”

Mr. HALE obtained the floor.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Arizona?

Mr, HALE. If the Senator will not take any time, I yield.

Mr. ASHURST, I will take but a moment or two. 1 simply
want to submit an inguniry. It seems that we are wasting con-
giderable time. Here is the milk bill which has been the un-
finished business for many days, but we do not proceed with
jt. I am very heartily in favor of the mnaval appropriation
bill. I want to secure action on the conference report on the
banking bill. Why may we not take up the bank bill and pro-
ceed with it until we dispose of it? 1 do not believe we ever
make any progress by discussing one bill for an hour or so
and then jumping to another bill. I am in favor of the naval
appropriation bill and of the banking bill.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the naval appropriation bill
has been before the Senate for a number of days, and I under-
stand there are only one or two more amendments to be acted
on. I hope the Senator will let us get it out of the way.

Mr. HALE. I think we can very easily get thmugh with it
this afternoon.

Mr. CURTIS., So far as I am concerned I am ready to vote
on the pending amendment at any time.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?

Mr. HALE. I yield.

Mr. PEPPER. The suggestion made by the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. AsHURST] Seems to me to be an admirable one
so far as it relates to the seeming conflict of interest between
those who are pressing for consideration of the bank bill and
those who are pressing for consideration of the measure for
agricultural relief, I am in accord with the view expressed by
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Courris] that we ought to do
nothing which interferes with the disposition presently to be
made of the naval appropriation bill.

I should like to address myself to the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. McNary], chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry, to inguire of him whether he would be inclined to
consider favorably a plan looking to a unanimous-consent
agreement which wonld make provision for a time to vote on
the agricultural relief bill and on the motion to concur in the
action of the House amendments to the bank bill? I should like
to have o statement from the Senator from Oregon as to his
general disposition toward that proposal.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, my general disposition is to
go forward and consider both the bills to which the Senator
refers. I have only one purpose, and that is assurance that we
may get a vote with reasonable expedition on the farm relief
bill. Also I feel, as a Member of the Senate, that those inter-
ested in the bank bill should have a reasonable opportunity to
vote on it. I shall be very glad to cooperate with the able
Senator from Pennsylvania in any effort that will limit debate
on those two matters and fix a definite time for voting on them.
Personally I would like to claim priority for the farm relief
bill. If that could not be effected and a date very early fol-
lowing final action on the bank bill could be agreed upon, I
think, perhaps, those interested in the farm relief bill would
be satisfied.

Mr. PEPPER. 1 very much appreciate that expression on
the part of the Senator from Oregon, and with his permission
I shall approach him a little later in the afternoon with a view
of ascertaining whether or not the question of priority can be
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adjusted and terms of a unanimous-consent resolution agreed
upon.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Maine
yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr., HALH. I yield.

Mr, KING. I would like to ask the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. PeppEr] if his proposition contemplates a yoking of
the farm relief bill to the banking bill? I hope the Senator
will not bring in a unanimous-consent request yoking the two
measures together.

Mr. PEPPER. No, I have no such thought. My thought
was that each of the measures is abundantly worthy of being
brought to a vote, each upon its merits and entirely inde-
pendently of the other so far as the action of individual Mem-
bers is concerned, but merely that in my judzment the right
should be given to those who are advocating the agricultural
relief measure to have it voted up or voted down, and to those
who are propounding the banking legislation to have that pro-
posal voted up or voted down.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
¥ield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. HALE., 1 yield.

Mr. WHEELER. The only difference between the farm re-
lief bill and the banking bill, I will say to the Senator from
Utah, is that one of them we shall have had a chance to vote
on and to disecuss upon the merits, while the other is in such
a shape that we can not vote upon it on its merits because of
the condition in which we find ourselves by reason of the
action of the House and the committee of conference. I think
it is a deplorable condition that we will not get an opportunity
to discuss all the phases of the banking bill, the same as we
will the farm bill.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in view of the statement of the
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] that he is ready to proceed
to a vote upon the pending amendment, I will say that I am
also ready, and unless other Senators have something to say,
I hope we can take the vote immediately. I express the fur-
ther hope that we may be able to finish the bill this after-
noon.

Mr, DILL. Mr. President, I make the point of no quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of no quorum is
made. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Ashurst Fess Ktni Backett
Bayard Fletcher La Iollette Schall
Bingham Frazier Lenroot Sheppard
Borah George McKellar Shipstead
Bratton Gerry McLean Shortridge
Broussard Gillett McMaster Bmith

Bruce Glass McNa Stanfield
Cameron Goff Mayfield Steck
Capper Gooding - Means Stephens
Caraway Gould Metealf Stewart
Copeland Hale Moses Trammell
Cougens Harris Nye Tyson
Curtis Harrison Oddie alsh, Mass.
Dale Hawes Overman Walsh, Mont,
Deneen Teflin Pepper Warren

Dil Johnson Phipps Watson

! Jones, N. Mex, Pine Wheeler
Edwards Jones, Wash. Reed, Ho Willis

Hrnst . Kendrick Reed, P

Ferris Keyes Rohlnson. Ind.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-eight Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is
upon agreeing to the amendment of the committee.

Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

Mr. ASHURST. Let the amendment be stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amendment,

The CHI1EF CLERK. The committee propose, on page 51, line 9,
to strike out “ $13,750,000 " and to insert * $14,950,000, of which
sum $1,200,000 shall be immediately available toward the con-
struction of the last three of the eight scout cruisers authorized
by section 2 of the act of December 18, 1924

The Chief Clerk proceeded to eall the roll,

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Posr]. I
transfer that pair to the Senator from Lounisiana [Mr. Raxs-
pELL] and will vote. I vote “ yea.”

Mr. MAYFIELD (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from New York [Mr. WapsworTaE] on this
question. If the Senator from New York were present he would
vote “ yea,” and, if I were permitted to vote, I should vote “ nay.”
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Mr. OVERMAN (when the name of Mr. SiMmmons was called).
1 desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Simwmons] is ab-
sent on account of sickness, IHe has a general pair with the
senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, Hageern], If my colleague
were present, he would vote “ yea."”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. NORBECK. On this question I am paired with the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Swaxson]. If the Senator from Vir-
ginia were present he would vote “ yea,” and, if permitted to
vote, I should vote * nay.”

Mr. GLASS. 1 desire to announce that my colleague [Mr.
Swaxson] is necessarily detained from the Chamber. He is
paired, as has been stated, with the Senator from South Dakota
[Mr. Noreeck]. If present, my colleague would vote “ yea on
this guestion.

Mr. CURTIS (after having voted in the negative). I have
a pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ropixsox]. I am
unable to secure a transfer, and not knowing how the Senator
from Arkansas would vote, if present, I withdraw my vote.

Mr. GERRY. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Nevada [Mr. Prrrman] is unavoidably absent. If present, he
would vote “ yea."

Mr. HEFLIN. I desire to state that my colleague, the
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoop], is detained
from the Chamber by illness.

Mr. McKELLAR. I desire to announce that the Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. NegLy] is necessarily detained in his State
on matters of public interest.

The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 27, as follows:

YEAS—49
Ashurst George McKellar ahortrldge
Bayard Gerry McLean Smith
Bingham Glass MeNary Stanfield
Bratton Goff Means teck
Broussard Gooding Metcalf Stephens
Bruce Gould Moses :‘rammell
Cameron Hale Oddie on
Copeland Harris Overman “alsh Mags.
Couzens Harrison Pepper Walsh, Mont,
Dale Hawes Phipps Watson
ze Johnson R 0.
Hdwards Kendrick Robinson, Ind,
Fletcher Keyes Schall
NAYS—2T
Borah Fess La Follette Sheppard
Capper Frazier Lenroot Shipstead
Caraway Gillett McMaster Stewart
Deneen Heilin Nye Warren
Din Jones, N. Mex, Pine Wheeler
Erpst Jones, Wash, Reed, Pa Willis
Ferris Ki Sackett
NOT VOTING—19
Blease Howell Pittman Swanson
Curtis Mayfield Ransdell TUnderwood
du Pont eely Robinson, Ark, Wadsworth
Greene Norbeck . Simrmons Weller
Harreld Norris = Smoot

So the committee amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Maine
yield to me in order that I may submit a request for unani-
mous consent?

Mr. HALH., I yield.

EVENING SESSION FOR CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR

Mr. CURTIS. I send a proposed unanimous-consent agree-
ment to the desk and ask that it may be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read as requested.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

It is agreed, by unanimous consent, that on Wednesday, February 2,
1927, the Senate shall take a recess not later than 5.30 o'clock p. m.,
until 8 o'clock p. m.; and that at the evening secssion unobjected bills
on the calendar shall be considered until not later than 11 o'clock
p. m.; and that during the evening session each Senator shall be
entitled to speak once and for five minutes only upon any pending bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
for unanimous consent?

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, what date does the agreement
fix?
Mr. CURTIS. It is for to-morrow night. I will state that

the unanimous-consent agreement provides for the considera-
tion of unobjected bills to-morrow night, but later on-I hope to
ask for a night session in order to consider bills under Rule
VIII. I am not prepared, however, to submit that request at
this time.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I ask the Sena-
tor from Kansas what debate it is contemplated shall be
allowed on amendments to bills?

Mr, CURTIS. It is contemplated that there shall be debate
of five minutes allowed each Senator on bills or amendments
thereto. There will be no objection to that. The desire is to
go through the calendar as far as possible
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Mr. JONES of Washington. But the unanimous-consent
agreement provides only for debate of five minutes on the part
of each Senator on each bill,

Mr. CURTIS. I will add the words “or on amendments.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the unani-
mous-consent agreement as now modified by the Senator from
Kansas? The Chair hears none, and it is entered into.

NATIONAL-ORIGINS PROVISION OF IMMIGRATION LAW

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from
Maine if he will yield to me for a matter of some importance,
concerning which, I think, there will be not the slightest ob-
jection, and upon which it is essential that immediate action
be taken? If it delays the Senator at all or gives rise to any
debate, I will not persist.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine
¥yield to the Senator from California?

Mr. HALE. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON. Unanimously the Immigration Committee
gir‘e;fts me to report the joint resolution which I send to the

esk
: 'I!'he VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the joint reso-
ution.

The joint resolution (8, J. Res. 152) to amend subdivisions
(b) and (e) of section 11 of the immigration act of 1924, as
amended, was read the first time by its title and the second
time at length as follows:

Resolved, ete., That subdivisions (b) and (e) of section 11 of the
immigration act of 1924, ag amended, are amended by striking out the
figurea * 1927 " and inserting in lieu thereof the flgures *1928."

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the
joint resolution,

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, if the Senate will bear with
me for an instant, I desire to say that under the present immi-
gration law the President is required to promulgate a proclama-
tion on the 1st day of April, 1927, in respect of the national-
origins provision of the law. Upon this subject two messages
have been received by the Senate. The last of those messages
states that the figures relied upon for the guota numbers of
various countries are ambiguous and that practical legislation
could not be predicated upon them. The committee thought,
therefore, because of the importance of the situation, that, in
order that a proclamation upon inadequate data mlght not be
promulgated, the matter should be postponed for a year and
to a session when there would be ample time to deal with the
subject. The law is, therefore, proposed to be amended by this
joint resolution so as to make the date April 1, 1928, instead
of April 1, 1927. I ask unanimous consent for the immedjate
consideration of the joint resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as a member of the Immigration
Committee I approve of the joint resolution to this extent: I
am in favor of repealing the law. I think it is a very unwise
and a very improper law; but in view of the fact that it was
impossible to secure a repeal of the law I assent to this meas-
ure, though it does not meet my views at all.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, if it be true that we
can not change the law at this session, if that is the practical
situation, if this legislation is the best that can be secured——

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator
from Missouri that that was the theory upon which the joint
resolution was presented. I violate no confidence, I think, in
saying to him that the majority of the Immigration Committee
desired to repeal the national origins law, but, there being a
minority in favor of it and our time being so limited, we felt
that we could not at this time have definitive action.

Mr. REED of Missonri. Mr. President, continuing what I
was saying and thanking the Senator for his explanation, I re-
mark that if this is the best we can do under existing eircum-
agances and at this session, then I am in favor of the propo-
sition

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the benmor from
Missouri a question?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. CARAWAY. Does this joint resolution look toward
increasing the number of immigrants?

Mr. REED of Missouri. No.

Mr. CARAWAY, Is it for the purpose of getting information
upon which to increase the number of immigrants?

Mr. REED of Missouri. No; I think on the contrary, if the
Senator will pardon me. The Senator from California ecan
answer the Senator better than I can. This, I think, does not
change that.
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Mr. JOHNSON. No; this joint resolution leaves the matter
in statu quo. Just exactly the law under which we are operat-
ing at present will continue.

Mr. CARAWAY. Is it the hope of the committee, however, to
make it possible to get an inereased immigration?

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir; that was not the purpose. It is the
hope of the committee to act upon the national-origins clause
definitely at the next session; not at this.

Mr. CARAWAY. I shall be very much opposed to increasing
the immigration.

Mr. LENROOT.
the number at all.

Mr. JOHNSON. Not a bit, sir.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, since there is some confusion
about it, T should like to look into the matter; and I shall have
to object.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, if the Senator
will withhold his objection for the moment—a minority of the
committee is ardently opposed to any change in the law. That
minority believes that the national-origins method is the only
impartial method of fixing the guotas; but the committee, I
think, is practically unanimous against any increase in the
total immigration now permitted. The joint resolution offered
by the Senator from California represents a compromise, as it
were, between the two extreme views—those who desire to
repeal the national-origins provision and those who desire to
stand by it. We are all agreed that if we are going to repeal
it it can not be done with proper deliberation in the short
time remaining of this session. We are all agreed, likewise,
that if we are going to stand by the law, then the figures ought
to be made more definite than the figures which have already
been submitted to the Congress.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Pennsylvania what those who want to repeal the national
origins law desire to substitute for it?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. For the present, they want to
leave the method of basing the quotas on the 1890 census.
Frankly, the objection comes principally from the German ele-
ment and the Irish and partly from the Swedes, because their
quotas will be cut down by the national-origins method. If
the national-origins method is repealed, it will allow an immi-
gration of about 164,000 annually. If it goes into effect, it will
cut down the immigration to 153,000.

Mr. CARAWAY. That is what I am coming to. Then, if
that can be repealed, it will look to an inereased immigration?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It will mean about 10,000 a
year more—163,000, as at present, instead of 153,000, as it will
be under national origins.

Mr. CARAWAY. Of course, that guestion is not up now;
but I am very much opposed to an increase of immigration.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, is not this the situation:
Those who desire the repeal of the law—and I am one of
them—merely desire to have the immigration remain perma-
nently as it is under the law applied to-day?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Exactly.

Mr. JOHNSON. Exactly. We remain exactly as we are to-
day, with no increase, no difference, for one year.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes.

Mr. BRATTON. The adoption of the amendment will have
no effect on the number of immigrants allowable in the country?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It will mean that the nnmber
for the next-year will be exactly the same as for each of the
past two years.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr., President, may I ask the Senator from
California what is the motive back of it? Is it the idea that
the time is too short to work out this national-origins idea?

Mr. JOHNSON. There are three motives:

Pirst, the President is required under the law, and assumes
the law to be mandatory, as we understand, to issue his procla-
mation on the 1st day of April. That is No. 1. Either we must
take affirmative action or he issues his proclamation.

No. 2. The time is so limited that the contest that is obvious
upon the subject matter can not be disposed of.

No. 3 is that the data upon which a law coneerning national
origing would be predicated are so insufficient and so inade-
quate that even the President in his message says we can
scarcely predicate anything upon them.

Mr. BRUCE. The effect of the proposition, then, is simply to
postpone the date?

Mr. JOHNSON. HEntirely: to leave matters exactly as they
are, and postpone the date for one year.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, when these illumi-
nating interruptions came I was about to say that I have ex-
amined the report which is transmitted by the President to
the Congress; and the report having been made with reference

This proposed legislation does not involve
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to the question of national origins, anyone who will examine
that report will understand that at best it furnishes only the
loosest kind of a guness as to the origins of the present popula-
tion of the United States. A moment's consideration will show
how difficult the problem would be.

A man whose ancestors or some of whose ancestors have
been in this country four or five generations finds as many
crosses of blood, and each of these crosses of blood finds as
many crosses in its own instance; and the result is that it is
very difficult to say, as to any man whose ancestors came here a
century ago, that they are of English stock or Irish stock or
Scotch stock or German stock, because there may intermingle in
his veins the blood of a half-dozen different races. So that the
proposition of selecting people by race origin is impossible, for
there are probably men in this Chamber who have four or five
different national bloods in their veins; and this commission
undertook to guess it off by thd number of people of known na-
tional origin at some certain time in the country, and then pre-
suming that their posterity countinued in that ratio. It is the
wildest kind of a guness. The national origins law is the most
impractical thing I ever saw written into a law, and it opens
the door for all kinds of unfairness and injustice.

According to this schedule which was prepared, we are
nearly all English; the great percentage of our population is
English. Hverybody with a little bit of common sense knows
that is not true. The law ought to be changed.

For instance, under the present law, as shown by this report,
there can be admitted from Germany 51,227; under the pro-
posed change only 23,428, :

_From Great Britain and Northern Ireland—they divide North-
ern Ireland now from Southern Ireland, I presume, because
it happens to be politically separated—under the present law
%?3"9 can be admitted 34,007, and under the new allotmment

Mr. McKELLAR. What about the Irish Free State?

Mr. REED of Missourl. The Irish Free State, under the

. present law, is permitted to send here, 28,567 ; under the new

allotment, 13,862.

Let us take Denmark, We are getting into the Seandinavian
country now, speaking broadly. Its quota, under the present
law, was 2,789 ; under the proposed change it is only 1,044.

Coming to Norway, under the present law its quota is 6.453;
under the proposed now allotment 2,267.

The allotment of Sweden under the present law is 9,661.
Under the proposed new allotment it is 3,259.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly.

Mr. BRUCH. If the Senator has the figures before him, will
he tell us how the new plan affects the Italian immigration?

Mr. REED of Missourl. Under the present law the gquota
of Italy is 3,845. Under the proposed allotment it is 6,001.

Speaking generally, the schedules as I look at them are not
changes for the better. However that may be, the task of
unraveling the bloods of peoplp, and determining to what
counfry a particular individual shall be allotted, when there
may mingle in his veins the blood of the Scot, the blood of the
German, the blood of the French, the blood of the Netherlands,
the blood of any other of the countries, is an impossible task.
A man has one father and one mother; he has two grand-
fathers and two grandmothers, and so on by arithmetical pro-
gression, until, when you go back 9 or 10 generations, you have
so many different ancestors that you ecan hardly count them.
These different ancestors represent different bloods, in many
instances. The scheme was an absurd and ridiculons scheme
when it was adopted. That is my opinion, with all respect
to the people who conceived it, and I think they did not think
of it with reference to these diffienlties. They were thinking
of it only because they wanted to exclude some races of people.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania., Mr. President, will the Senator
yield?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Yes.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, As one of those who helped in
its origination, I think I might fairly claim that it did occur
to us that a man has one father and one mother, and some
of the other profound truths the Senator has just blessed us
with.

Mr. REED of Missouri.
follow some of these profound truths.
were truths that he shied from them?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No; because the Census Bu-
reau, which knows almost as much about these subjects as
the Senator from Missouri, told us that it was possible with
reasonable accuracy to determime the national origins of the
present population, and because it was self-evident that no
method of basing the gquotas on the foreign born alone did

I wonder why the Senator did not
Was it because they
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justice to the native born of America, and every other scheme
that has ever been suggested based them on the number of
foreign born in this country. We thought that we, who were
born in this country, had at least as much right to be reflected
in the quota as had recently arrived immigrants.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, since my friend
wants to grow satirical, and refer to my lack of knowledge, I
wonder who ever suggested that the native-born American
citizen was not entitled to his quota, and I wonder where his
quota comes in. in the matter of immigration. It seems to me
thosge are words of mere sound.

I do not eare what the Immigration Bureau may say, or
what the statistical department may say; how are you going to
determine the racial origin of a man who is part Swede, part
Norwegian, part Dane, part French, part Irish, part Scoteh, and
part something else? Who is going to determine it? When you
read this report, you will find it is a complete demonstration
that they can not determine it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. On the contrary, it is a complete
demonstration of the fact that they think they can.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well. I will read it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Of course, what they do is to
take the arrivals from the different nationalities, and calenlate,
as they ean, the number of persons in our present population
who represent those arrivals. They have been doing that for
years. -

Mr. REED of Missouri. Represent arrivals how? You may
say that 10,000 English and 10,000 Germans and 10,000 French-
men came to this country prior to 1820, for instance, and this
is the method of calculation. They then presume that the pres-
ent population of this country is represented by the ratios those
three races bear to the total number that came in, and that,
therefore, the present population is so much French and so muech
English and so much German. As a matter of fact, they are
none of any of these. As a matter of fact, it is a composite
race, in whose veins flows the blood of probably 5 or 10 or 15
or 20 different races. I say it was idiotie, nonsensieal, and was
born of but one desire, since we want to use harsh terms, and
that was further to restrict immigration under a cloak, a sham,
a fraud, a pretense. That is all there is to it, and all there
ever was to it.

We hear a good deal about this wonderful American citizen.
We hear a great deal about these awful foreigners coming in.
Mr. President, I went over the State of Minnesota 40 years ago,
I saw vast uninhabited prairies, with here and there a little
shack, sometimes a sod house. I saw some light-haired, nearly
always light-haired, men and women working out in the fields.
They were poor, some of them almost on the verge of want.
There were a lot of ignorant, narrow-headed, narrow-minded
people who said the Swedes were going to destroy Minnesota.
The Swedes made Minnesota. The men who travel over that
country to-day will find magnificent farms, splendid residences,
comfortable barns, fat cattle, happy people, and a percentage of
them were these despised Swedes.

The Irish came to this country. They came here because they
were driven out by the intolerable persecutions of Great Brit-
ain. They came here at a time when laws existed under which,
if a father taught his son to read, he might be sent to prison.
They came here at a time when schoolmasters were put behind
prison walls. They came here at a time when England laid her
brutal hand upon the industries of Ireland and destroyed them.
They came here poor and in rags, because they had nothing to
wear but rags, They came with starving faces because they
had been starved. My distingunished friend's ancestors and
mine were the same, and they came at the same time and in
that condition. They were met here by the aristocracy, who
had been here about 14 or 15 years before they came, and some
of them a half a generation. They were covered with impreca-
tions and scorn. The name “Irishman” was a byword. The
more ignorant a man is, the more he thinks he is the salt of the
earth, and that other people are to be condemned and outcast.
But these Irish came here and stayed here, and they have writ-
ten their names on every glorious page of American history.
They signed the Declaration of Independence and 38 per cent
of Washington's army were Irish,

Germans came here. Even so profound a man ag Ben Frank-
lin warned the people of this countiry against the foreigners
who were coming here to populate Pennsylvania. They had a
legizlature there that spoke the German or the Dutch tongue.
They reported their proceedings in that language, and Franklin,
with all his wisdom, with all his tolerance, declared that we
were building up a foreign nation in the heart of America.

It would look rather strange to us to-day if the legislature of
one of our States conducted its proceedings in a foreign tongue,
but time wrote its story, and when it was written it dem-
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onstrated that these people whom Franklin feared were among
the best citizens of this Republic.

Many men to-day have not gotten over the prejudices of this
last war. Yet I remember that in the darkest hour of this
Republic it was the genius of Carl Schurz, a German, who did
so much to save the Republic, and when at last the South lay
prostrate the sword that Schurz had wielded against it was
now drawn in its defense, and it was his genius and big-
heartedness that led to the breaking of the chains that had been
forged npon the Southland; it was due more to his efforts than
to those of any other single man.

We may have all of the proseriptive organizations that can
be congregated together, the Nation is unwise that admits into
its borders the lazzaroni of the earth: it is equally unwise
when it excludes the intellectual, the progressive, and the
patriotic. What we ought to have in this country is a law
that will select those who are proper to become American eciti-
zens, those who have the intellectnality and the bloed and the
ambition and the fire and the hepe and the courage that make
the white race of this country. Wherever we find men of that
kind, they should be admitted.

These men who come before us with this talk about 100 per
cent Americanism, and protecting America, open the doors to all
the black races that want to come here from the West Indies,
open the doors to Mexico, and there are to-day in Gary, Ind.,
I am informed, two wards of Mexicans. There are to-day in
some of the Northern States ward after ward of negroes, who
have come in from the South, and some people prefer them
to men who happen to be born under other skies, but who have
the same ambitions and the same hopes that we have in our
hearts and in our souls.

Mr, ASHURST. Mr. President——

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield.

Mr. ASHURST. The able Senator, in the ecourse of his
patriotic remarks, asserted that at least 38 per cent of Wash-
ington's Army of the Revolution were Irishmen. The Senator
was conservative in his statement. T have here the testimony
of Joseph Galloway, who was for some time member of the Penn-
sylvania House of Representatives in the colonial days, and,
not being in sympathy with the Revolntion, he fled to Europe.
Mr. Galloway was examined by a committee of Parliament and
gave the following testimony :

Question. That part of the rebel army that enlisted in the service of
the Congress, were they chiefly composed of natives of America or were
the greatest part of them English, 8cotch, and Irish?

Answer. The names and places of their nativity being taken down, I
can answer the guestion with precicion. There was searcely one-fourth
natives of America ; about one-half Irish; the other fourth were English
and Beotch.

This testimony of Mr. Galloway will be found in the Royal
Gazette, as printed by James Rivington, printer to the King,
in the issue of Wednesday, October 27, 1779, copy of which
is in the Congressional Library.

Mr. BORAH. It ought to be sald also that we all have Irish
blood in our veins.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Exactly.

Mr. ASHURST. I wish I had.

Mr. REED of Missouri. And if we have, and they have
traced the ancestry aright, according to this bill they would
not let anybody in but Irish, because they would be the only
people admissible under the bill.

Mr. President, I want to keep the bloed of this Nation pure in
this sense: I want no man to come to this country who is not,
first, capable of amalgamation into the life and the spirituality,
if I may use that term, of America; second, a man who desires
and aspires to liberty and independence, who proposes to
observe the laws of society and the laws of this country. But
when such a man does come to shut the door in his face is a
distinet loss to our country.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield.

Mr. BRUCE. What does the Senator think of the 25,000
or more foreigners who gather at times at Madison Square
Garden and cheer Lenin and Trotski to the echo?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I think we have im-
proper immigration laws. I think we have allowed people fo
come in by chance instead of by selection. I think we opened
our doors, and many came within the rule which I have just
announced ; that it was a mistake to admit the lazzaroni of
earth, but it was equally a mistake to exclude the sterling,
hizgh-minded population of the earth.

Mr. BRUCE. There is no difference, then, between the Sen-
ator and my=elf if he has that understanding.
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Mr. REED of Miscourl. Not a bit.
viously, but the Senator was not here. =

Where do we go for our art? Chiefly to the capitals of the
Old World. In whose souls are born the divine harmonies of
great musical productions? Chiefly in the Old World. Where
do we find to-day that the progress in every branch of science
has in so many instances outstripped our own genius? We
find it in foreign countries. Who harnessed the mysterious
force of the air and sent the lightning across the skies with-
out a wire but Marconi, the Italian? Who after we had first
conceived in this country the airplane seized the idea and de-
veloped it and who held the mastery of the sky during the
Great War? It was held by our enemy Germany. I hope she
will become our friend. I hope we can forget the bitternesses
of the past. I hope we can cement her to us, because 1 say
to-day that the time may come in this world when the friend-
ship of Germany will be of incaleulable advantage to the United
States of America ; so also the friendship of all countries.

We can not fix genius by the red lines of a map. We can
not produce greatness by drawing a line upon the circumfer-
ence of the earth. We can not demonstrate virtue by passing
a resolution saying that we are the finest things God ever made.
What this country ought to do is to recognize the fact that
every man who comes here with a wealth in his brain and a
wealth in his muscles, with a heart that beats true to the prin-
ciples of this Republic, and a soul that aspires to the better-
ment of the race, whether he be a mechanic or a philosopher,
is a contribution to America’s wealth.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, will the Senator
yield?

Mr. REED of Missourl. Certainly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I hope before the Senator fin-
jshes that he will tell us what kind of stethoscope we can use
to find how the immigrant’s heart beats in his patriotism and
how his soul looks toward the problems which the Senator
mentioned.

Mr. REED of -Missouri. The same kind of stethoscope that
1 would use on my distinguished friend. If I know, as I do
know, that he is living an honorable life; if I know, as I do
know, that he has one of the finest brains I have ever come
in contact with—a little perverted at times when he does not
agree with me [lar 7hter]—if I know, as I do know, that every
act of his life has been that of an honorable citizen, I know
he would make a good citizen for Germany if he went there
and swore allegiance, a good citizen for Great Britain if he
went there and acknowledged the union jack as his flag, a
good citizen of Pennsylvania, a good citizen of the United
States except when he thinks too much about Pennsylvania and
too little about the rest of us. [Laughter.]

We need not sneer at this; we need not laugh at it. It is
an entirely practical problem. I would put this kind of stetho-
scope upon them. I would establish in those foreign countries
a board or commission or a diplomatic representative so that
when a man came and asked to be permitted to come to this
country he would be compelled to make proof, substantial and
real proof, as to the kind of life he had led, as to the kind
of man he was, and if they found him to have lived an honor-
able life, to be self-sustaining, to be clean in body and mind,
according to all of the records, we would have to assume that
when he came here and swore allegiance to our flag he would
be a good eitizen. There would be occasionally a rogue get
through, just as there is occasionally, only occasionally, a
rogue born in Americi.

That is the stethoscope I would apply, the stethoscope of
common sense which we apply every c¢ay in every court of
our land when we put in evidence the character of a witness
or the character of a defendant. There is no mystery about
it at all. The truth is there has been aroused considerable
agitation in thig country to shut out all foreign immigration,
a feeling that there was nobody of any value at all unless he
was born here. That is a mistake.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly.

Mr. BORAH. The Senator has laid down a principle about
which I have not very much disagreement; that iz to say, I
think if we could have the right kind of people from the differ-
ent countries we could afford to take in a good many emi-
grants, but really I do not see how it is possible, except where
a man or woman has grown to manhood or womanhood, where
their character has been formed, where their lives are known,
and so forth, for us to find out anything about the possibilities
of good citizenship in the manner suggested by the Senator.
I am not willing to extend the bureaucracy of this country so
far as to permit it to select our citizenship which is to come
here from a foreign country.

I had stated that pre-
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I have thought a great deal about this question. I have
known the Senator’s views. With his broad principle I have
not disagreed. I wish we could have a successful sifting proc-
ess to select the desirable and leave the undesirable. But I
should dislike very much to have our citizenship built up out
of that kind of material which some board would select from
amidst the people of some foreign country.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
from Missouri yield to me for an observation?

Mr. REED of Missourl. Certainly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. If the method suggested by the
Senator were adopted of having a board in each foreign country
to examine applicants and determine their character and their
fitness upon a review of their past, and if that board disposed
of one case every 5 minutes and worked 8 hours a day, it would
take over 300 years to dispose of the pending applications for
immigration from Italy to the United States,
| Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well; then we would have more
than one board. Anybody who wants to solve a problem of that
kind ean do it very easily. There are very many of these cases
from certain countries which could be disposed of very rapidly.
It is absurd to say that we can examine here at one bureau
all of the immigrants who come into this country, but we can
not examine them in many bureaus before they come,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Does not the Senator know that
each person is examined carefully abroad?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Then the Senator confesses that his
argument of a moment ago was not sound, because he said then,
in substance, that they could not be examined in 300 years, and
now he tells us that they are being examined?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Precisely. Although the Sen-
ator may not see the difference, I think all the rest of the Sen-
ate will when I say the reason why we can examine them care-
fully now is that we have limited the number and restricted
the flow of immigration so we can examine them.

Mr. REED of Missouri. That is true. We have less people
to examine because the number admitted here is limited, I see
the point. I thank the Senator for the implication that I
could not see it, but I really did see it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator now begins to talk
as if he did see it.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Absolutely.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Then perhaps the Senator
would be willing to go a step further and admit that we did a
good thing when we restricted the flow of immigration?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think the restriction of immigra-
tion in the mannper in which it was done was highly unjust and
was a great mistake, although we had probably arrived at a
time when there ought to have been brakes put upon immigra-
tion. But they were not put on in the right way. When it
was proposed to say that we will admit a certain number of
people, regardless of the question of the kind of people they
were, except for those certain inhibitions which were in the law,
we were proceeding along the wrong line. What ought to have
been done was to get better people, and we did not have rules
and regulations which sufficiently guarded that situation. There
is no trouble about doing this thing if we want to do it. It is
a mere matter of mechanics.

Let me answer now my friend the Senator from Idaho [Mr,
BoranH], who suggests that we agree very largely in principle,
but who says, while we may determine with reference fo the
man who has grown up, how are we going to determine with
reference to the young man whose character is not formed, if
I understand his statement?

Mr. BORAH. The Senator called attention to the fact that
he icmlll.’: judge of the fitness of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania

Mr. REED of Missouri. I did not mean that all the immi-
grants would have to be as old as the Senator from Penn-
sylvania.

Mr. BORAH. What I had reference to was whether it is a
practical proposition to leave a board or commission to deter-
mine character and fitness for citizenship in the United States.

Mr. REED of Missouri. I will answer that question in this
way : First, let us assume that some of these people are young,
and I hope many of them will come young if they come; that
is, I hope the majority who do come will be young. It is true
their character may not be fully formed. But it is very easy
to determine from the character of the parents, from environ-
ment, from education, from-econduct in life, whether a young
man is probably starting right. They will not all go right,
They do not all go right in this couniry when they are raised
here, and yet we would have no difficulty, and we have mo
difficulty, every day in fixing the status of the young men and
young women of this country.
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Now, with reference to boards and bureaus, the Senator and
myself have an equal abhorrence of setting up a vast horde of
boards and bureaus to control the American people; but it
must be admitted that if we have to examine the people
coming into this country it must be made by some human
agency, whether we call it a board or a bureau or a commis-
sion or a court. I see no harm in those people determining, as
a matter of first instance, whether a person is entitled prima
facie to enter the United States. If he comes here and mis-
behaves, then, of course, we have our remedy.

Now I wish to say just one word in.reply to my friend from
Maryland [Mr, Bruce], whom I hold in such high esteem. It is
true that we have allowed anarchistie, socialistic, and commu-
nistic elements to come in from Europe; but it is also true that
that occurred under our old immigration laws, and there is no
reason why it can not occur under the present immigration
laws. We have simply restricted the guantity. What I am
dealing with is the question of quality. I say what we ought to
do is to determine, so far as human foresight can determine,
the fitness of these people to enter the United States at all in
the first instance. When we have done that the question of
numbers becomes somewhat secondary.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Is it not true, Mr. President,
that every one of the immigrants referred to by the Senator
from Maryland who met in Madison Square Garden to praise
Lenin and Trotski entered under the immigration law of 1917,
or its predecessors, each of which forbade the entry of anar-
chists and nihilists, and every one of them had to state, in
order to get into the country, that he did not believe in those
doctrines? We tried to keep them out in that way, but it did
not work,

Mr. REED of Missouri., Mr, President, I do not know under
what law they came, for I do not know who was there at the
meeting referred to, and the Senator from Pennsylvania does
not know under what law they came in.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I know if they are living hu-
man beings now and were foreign born, they must have come
in under such a law.

Mr. REED of Missourl. They came in under some law, cer-
tainly. Then, does the Senator think that none ought to come
in? 1If so, why does he not bring in a bill here to prohibit
foreign immigration?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. What I mean—I thought I
made it clear—is that the indiseriminate admission of immi-
grants from certain regions resulted in bringing in a great
mass of people of that sort. It was impossible to sift them
out by any selective process such as the Senator from Mis-
souri recommends,

Mr, REED of Missouri. I do not think that that follows
at all, for they came here to this country, and all they had to
do was to make an affidavit as to certain things, to make
certain formal showings, and in they came. If the Senator
from Pennsylvania means, then, that he wants to exclude cer-
tain races or the people from certain countries, why do we not
face that issue like men and meet it?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I do not mean that; but I do
mean that the immigration that we permit to come into this
country ought to be of the same composition as nearly as we
can arrive at it as the present population of the United States.

Mr. REED of DMissouri. Does the Senator mean of the
same racial origin?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania., I do.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Or does he mean having the same
class of ideals, hopes, ambitions, energies, and so forth?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I do not believe it is possible
to analyze the ambitions and hopes of the immigrants who
come in great numbers to this country.

Mr. REED of Missourl. The Senator from Pennsylvania
knows what I mean by that. It is mot true except he takes
me a8 I mean to be understood ; that they are to be people who
are fit to become a part of the American Commonwealth and
to help perpetuate its institutions., Is that language upon
which we can agree?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. We can agree on its desira-
bility but not on its practicability. I say that if we can have
the immigration of each year resemble in its content the
national origins of the present population of the United States
that would be the best guaranty of permanency and security
for American ideals.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, that would vary
then just at the time when it happened to be applied.

Mr. BORAH rose.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Missouri yield to me?

Mr. REED of Missouri. And it presumes that we have an
ideal condition. In just & moment I will yield to the Senator
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from Idaho first, and then I will yield to the Senator from
Minnesota.

That proposition stated by the Senator from Pennsylvania
presumes that we have an ideal condition, that it can not be
bettered ; that we have exactly the right proportion of blood
to-day and it must not be varied from.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It does not mean that; but it
means that it was not being bettered by the immigration that
we got in recent years.

Mr. REED of Missouri. And so we have adopted a new
method which the Senator can not show and nobody else can
show will produce any improvement.

The Senator says we ought not to admit anarchists; yet he
says the anarchist comes in under this very law; that we
ought not permit the socialist to come here—and I am using
the term “ socialist” now in the sense of some one who in
some way is supposed to be allied with anarchy—but we admit
him under this law; he comes in. The Senator wants just the
same proportion of anarchy and the same proportion of social-
ism which we have now. That is the Senator’s theory “ run
down to the rat hole.”

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
hole——

Mr. REED of Missonri. Well, I have.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Because I did not mention
socialists at all. I mentioned anarchists and nihilists.

Mr. REED of Missouri. All right. We have a certain pro-
portion of anarchists and nihilists now; so the Senator wants
to preserve that exact proportion all through the ages that
are to come and keep on pouring that particular proportion of
anarchists and nihilists into the veins of America. I do not
agree with the Senator at all.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No; the Senator from Mis-
souri would not, if that were his interpretation; but I should
like to explain to the Senator that there is not any country or
race known as anarchists and nihilists.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly not. Then I want to say
it is ridiculous to go back and raise the guestion at all,
because there is no race that is known as a race of anarchists;

I did not run to the rat

" there is no race known as a race of nihilists; there is no race

that is all bad, and there is no race that is all good. The ques-
tion to be determined is what the individual is who is coming
into this country, not how many people of a particular race
came here at some previous time.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. In my own time I should like
to answer that.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well

Mr, SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to me?

Mr. REED of Missouri.
nesota.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The Senator from Pennsylvania said
that the Census Burean had claimed that they had some
formula or system by which they could arrive at definite data
giving us information of the national origins of our popula-
tion. I think they made that claim at the time of the passage
of the immigration act. The committee which under the law
was charged with the work of gathering these data obtained
their figures from the Bureau of the Census, and a report from
them has been submitted by the President to Congress.

The letter of transmittal and the report referred to are as
follows :

To the Senate:

I am sending herewith a ‘copy of the letter of transmission which
accompanied the report of the Secretary of State, the Secretary of
Commerce, and the Secretary of Labor, in the matter of the immigra-
tion law relating to national origing to replace an inaccurate copy
which was inadvertently forwarded to the Senate with such report.

CaLviy CoOOLIDGE,

I yield to the Senator from Min-

Tue WHiTE Hovse, Jgnuary 10, 1927,

Jaxuary 3, 1927.
The PRESIDENT,
The White House, Washington, D. O.

Dear Mg, PRESIDENT : PPursuant to the provisions of sections 11 and
12 of the Immigration act of 1924, we have the honor to transmit
herewith the preliminary report of the subcommittee appointed by us.

The report of the subcommittee is self-explanatory and is stated to
be a preliminary report, yet, in the judgment of that committee, further
investigation will not substantially alter this presentation.

Although this is the best information we have been able to secure,
we wish to call attention to the reservations made by the committee
and to state that in our opinion the statistical and historical informa-
tion available ralses grave doubts as to the whole value of these com-
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putations as a basis for the purposes intended. We therefore can mnot
assume responsibility for such conclusions under these circumstances,
Yours faithfully,
Fraxg B. KrLroge,
Beeretary of Btate, Depariment of State.
HERBERT HOOVER,
Beeretary of Commerce, Department of Commerce.
James J. Davis,
Beeretary of Labor, Department of Labor,

IMMIGRATION QUOTAS

Provisional immigration quotas based on national origin as provided by
the immigration act of 192} ; alse present immigration quotas as based
on 1890 foreign-born population; and estimated quotas on national-
origin basis as ssbmil’;ed to Congress when the act of 1925 was under

consideration
Estimated
Present
Provisional| _quotas | 9U0tas on
s ol " | origin
Country of origin of 1860 Hasls ab
national foreign- 3
origin boen.~ | Eopausd
population | *s) Yope
Total 153, 541 164, 867 1 150, 000
Af; istan_ . 100 ; {111 Bt e st
Albania_ 100 100 100
ANAOITAL e e mme s nds BT 100 {g 100
V. jan Peninsula- -0 oo dnsal o] ore o0 e L e e
e 124 100
121 100
785 2,171
512 251
100
100
100
100
100
3,078
228 100
2,780 M5
100 100
.................................. 124 325
100 100
France_ ... 3 ,
et Baitai hern Ireland %% g},'% %%
Great Britain and Northern Ireland ... T h
367 100 384
967 473 1,521
100 100 100
100 T O T
100 (-1 el i,
13, 862 28, 567 8,330
6, 001 3,845 5,716
100 M
184 142 384
100 100 100
100 100 100
404 344 458
100 100 100
100 100 100
100 100 100
100 1101 3 PR
100 i1 b e
2,59 el T
1,
100 100 100
2, 267 6, 453 2,058
100 1 R
100 100 100
100 10 100
4,978 5, 082 4,585
& 200 508 236
100 100 | et
........ 516 603 22
4,781 2,248 4,002
100
100
C o TR e Tt B 100
South Africa, Union of.... 100
South West Africa_______ 100
Spain 674
Bweden... 3,250
Bwitzerland . . _..___ = 1,198
B and the Leb 100
Tanganvika__....... 100
Togoland EBrit.lahg . 100
Togoland {French, 100
A it vu das e o 233
Yap, ete._.. < 100
Yugoslavia_ ... - g

1 Ineludes Fieume (100) and Hejaz (100).

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. 1 think it is fair to assume that the com-
mittee composed of the three secretaries had all the data and
formulas made available by the Bureau of the Census and that
they made unse of them. I should like to know if the Senator
from Pennsylvania has any additional information upon which
0 base an argument that other formulas or other data are
available now which will bolster the argument for the national
origins clause.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

FEBRUARY 1

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes. What the Senator has
read is an expression of the three secretaries and not of the
committee of experts, If the Senator will read further in the
same document, he will find that the report of the committee
indicates a rather complete confidence in the result that they
are going to be able to work out. ~

I might say further that the Director of the Census within
a few days has testified before the House committee that the
margin of error in the figures which have been published is
very small, and that if the benefit of the doubt were given the
protesting nationalities, the figures would still be substantially
as they are here. He testified that, resolving every doubt in
favor of the German c¢laims, for example, the German quota on
national origins would not in any event be more than 27,000,
and the quota of the Irish Free State would not in any event
be over 19,000. That necessarily means that in claiming a
larger quota those countries are claiming more than their fair
share if we are to take into consideration all of the individuals
in the United States,

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, if the Senator from Mis-
souri will permit me, I do not desire to prolong the considera-
tion of the joint resolution. I wish simply to state that the
bill which I introduced for the repeal of the national-origins
clause is based upon the argument that there are no reliable
statistics or data upon which the national origins of our popu-
lation can be arrived at. At some future time I shall take
oceasion to address the Senate upon the evidence that is avail-
able to show that that argument, I think, is good.

I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri just cne more
question, and then I shall not bother him further. I should
like to ask the Senator if he does not think it would be a good
idea to write an immigration law prohibiting immigration and
making it retroactive back to 14927 [Laughter.]

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr, President, as 1 do not belong
to the class of restrictionists, I suggest that the question be
submitted to my distinguished friend, the Senator from Penn-
gylvania. Perhaps he can answer it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Do I understand that the
Senator has yielded the floor?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I yield to the Senator from Penn-
sylvania to answer the last question, and then I will yield the
floor to him generally.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President, I do not wish
to take more time from the consideration of the maval appro-
priation bill but in a very few words I should like to answer
a few of the suggestions made by the Senator from Missouri.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not wish to be impatient
with Senators, but the Senator from California assured me
when he presented the joint resolution that it would not take
more than a very few minutes and that if it did he would not
press it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator from California
probably would not think we had taken more than a few
minutes, because he is very much interested in this subject.

Mr. HALE. But he assured me that if he could be per-
mitted to have the joint resolution considered, he would see
that we got back to the naval appropriation bill.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. We will suppose, then, that I
am talking about the naval appropriation bill

Mr. HALE. I should like to know, Mr. President, and I
ask the parliamentary question, What is now before the Senate?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Sen-
ator from Alabama objected to the consideration of the joint
resolution reported by the Senator from California. There-
fore, the naval appropriation bill is before the Senate as in
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, 1 have two amendments pending
to the naval appropriation bill which I wish to call up as
soon as the committee amendments shall have been disposed of.

The -VICE PRESIDENT. Did the Senator from Alabama
object to the consideration of the joint resolution?

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I have had an opportunity
to look into the joint resolution. The law is now upon the
statute books, and the joint resolution extends the time for
one year. I withdraw my objection to the present consideration
of the joint resolution. -

The VICE PRESIDENT, The objection is withdrawn. The
resolution is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole.

The joint reselution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

Mr, JOHNSON. I thaunk the Senator from Maine for yield-

ing.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes consideration
of House bill 15641, the naval appropriation bill.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, addressing my-
self now to the naval appropriation bill, I am sorry that the
Senator from Missouri has left the Chamber, because he is not
wholly incapable of conversion, I hope, and there are a number
of things about immigration which, so far as could be dis-
covered from his remarks, have not yet oceurred to him.

In 1924 it had become perfectly apparent to the people of this
country that the unrestricted flow of immigration into the
United States was almost an unmixed national evil. We had
discovered that in our great cities and in many rural districts
colonies of mewly arrived immigrants had gathered together
where English was neither spoken nor understood. We had
found the number of newspapers in foreign languages increas-
ing constantly. We had found that particularly in our cities
there were vast numbers of people who did not understand
nor care for the system of government that prevails in this
country. More than that, Mr, President, the American work-
ingman was beginning to see that the high standard of living
that prevailed in this country as compared with the low stand-
ard everywhere else was acting as a magnet to draw to America
vast throngs of men who were going to try to take from the
American the job that was his; and it became obvious, both
from the standpoint of an effective democracy here and from
the standpoint of protecting the American workman in his job,
that we had to stop the unregulated inflow of aliens to the
United States.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. REED of Missouri. What restrictions were put on Mexi-
can immigration?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, no restriction
was added as far as Mexican immigration went, because at that
time it was not considered practicable to enforce it; and we
have enough laws—and the Senator will agree with me in this—
in this country that we are not able to enforce.

Mr. REED of Missouri. May I ask why it is not practicable
to enforce it?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Because of the long Mexican
border and the frontier that can be crossed by anyone at will
at any time; and it is practically impossible to stop it, or was
then,

Mr. REED of Missouri. Why, Mr. President, if T may use a
slang expression, you can “spot ™ a Mexican a half mile off.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Not in Texas.

Mr. REED of Missouri. He is the easiest man detected that
can be brought into this country.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator has not been in
Texas or Arizona or New Mexico lately, or he would not say
that.

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not know; I apprehend that I
have been there later than my friend ; but we have them now by
the thousand in my city, taking the place of American working-
men, working for any wages they can get. By tens of thousands
they are flocking into other cities, and I just wonder why
Mexican labor is not quite as detrimental as white labor.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I think it is:
and I think, further, that Mexico ought to be put under the
quota system and given a comparatively small quota. Now
that our border patrol is for the first time able to cope with the
problem, I had hoped that Mexico would be put under a quota
this year, and I feel confident that it will be next year.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Let me ask, while we are on that
subject, about the colored population that we are admitting
without limit from the West Indies.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. We are not admitting colored
population without limit from the West Indies, because most
of the West Indian Islands are colonies of BEuropean countries
and are covered by the quotas of those conntries; and from
Haiti and the Dominican Republic the number of arrivals is
smaller than the number of departures.

Mr. REED of Missouri. But there is no limit, is there?
iMr. REED of Pennsylvania. There does nmot need to be a
limit.

Mr. REED of Missouri. You think so now, but you do not
know when it will happen ; and, as a matter of fact, when this
matter was up and we tried to put a limit on the colored popu-
lation coming in, I noticed that the Senators on the other side
of the Chamber, possibly having some consideration for future
elections, all voted to let the colored people come in.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It must have shocked the Sena-
tor horribly

Mr. REED of Missouri. It did,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. To have anyone think of elec-
tions in connection with this subject.
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Mr. REED of Missouri. It does shock the Senator from
Missouri to find Senators who are thinking of elections enough
s0 that they are willing to put colored blood from foreign
countries in here and then want to exclude white blood. It
does shock him,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. As a matter of fact, nothing
of that sort was done. The countries not under a quota sys-
tem, excepting only Mexico and Canada, take away more people
from the United States each year than they send to us; and
that is true of South America and of the West Indies and of
Central America, outside of Mexico.

Last year we took in a total of 59,785 Mexicans, and there
were departures of some 5,000, a net increase of 54,000 Mexi-
cans. I should like to see a quota put on that immigration
which would cut it down to a very small percentage of that
figure.

But, Mr. President, to finish as guickly as I may this matter
of the necessity for immigration restriction, the whole country
called for a numerical restriction of immigration. For years
we have had an attempted system of selection; but, dealing
with the great mass of individuals that the immigration in-
spectors had to deal with, it was a physical impossibility to
know whether those people would or would not make desirable
citizens when they got here, and from the economic standpoint
numerical restriction was imperative.

The act of 1924, in my judgment, has deservedly been called
Ameriea’s second Declaration of Independence,

Mr. REED of Missouri., Mr. President, who ever called it
that? -

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
Curran, who has had

Mr. REED of Missouri. “America’s second Declaration of In-
dependence,”” whap it limited the number of foreigmers who
could come in?

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. Yes,

Mr. REED of Missouri. He knew more about making phrases
than he did about other things, in my opinion.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Perhaps a number of us are
imbued with what the Senator from Missouri ealls “ this idiotic
doetrine " ; but I will say that if this had not been adopted
there are millions of American workmen to-day who would be
out of a job and some foreigner would be doing the work instead
of them. .

Mr. REED of Missouri. Does the Senator mean to say that
if the suggestion I made had been adopted there would have
been millions of labor out of employment in this country?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I understood the Senator to
recommend the abolition of numerical limitations., If that had
been adopted, yes.

Mr. REED of Missouri. And the substitution for it of a
selective immigration which’ was so limited that people could
not come here from foreign countries unless they were fitted
for American citizenship.

Mr., REED of Pennsylvania. Precisely; I do say that.

Mr. REED of Missouri. The Senator can not say how many
would have come in under that rule, and hence he can not say
that American labor would have been driven out of employment.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania., Yes; I can say how many would
have come in under that rule, because we have been trying
selective immigration for many years. We have been trying to
get literates, people who could read and write. We have been
trying to get people who did not believe in anarchy and the
overthrow of government by force. We have been trying to get
people who were healthy and free of physical diseases, and we
have been trying to get people who were not convicted erimi-
nals or members of professional eriminal classes; and yet, Mr.
President, we have had to deport thousands of them after
;heir arrival here because our attempted selection was such a
ailure.

Mr. REED of Missouri. And at the same time we were send-
ing thousands of native-born American citizens to the peniten-
tiary because they did not live up to the ideals of civilization.
That proves nothing.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. That is no answer at all. I say
that your effort to enforce a selective system of immigration
will not work.

Mr. REED of Missouri. I do not want to interrupt the Sen-
ator -

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That is all right.

Mr. REED of Missourl. But does the Senator undertake to
say that we had ever set up a real machinery of selective immi-
gration until in the last few months there have been a few
tribunals of some kind established in a few of the countries?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. T say that we have been trying
all along to some extent to szelect immigration. We have only
succeeded in recent months because we have limited the number

I read an article by Henry H.
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at the same time. Of course, it is ideal to think that we will
comb the best out of the citizenry of these foreign nations and
admit them to America; it would be a great thing if we were
able to do it; but it will not work, Mr. President., Your system
of selection would either become a system for political pull—
yes; I mean admitting people under favoritism, pretending that
you are selecting them; every Congressman would be appealed
to by the relatives of intending immigrants, apd the system of
selection would be subject to indefinite political pull—or else,
in its effort to be conscientious, it would absolutely break down.
. At this moment there are applications on file for 1,421,000
immigration visas. I do not care how many courts you set up
abroad within the bounds of practicability ; you ean not examine
those people as fast as their applications come in.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Why, certainly not ; but if you counld
not examine them as fast as their applications came in, that
would only be a restriction upon the number who came in, and
the Senator's heart would be delighted by every one of them
that was rejected, so he would be getting a limitation of restric-
tion because of inability to examine all of them. At the same
time he would be getting some kind of a finding as to their
fitneas,

The Senator makes a strange statement to me—perhaps he is
correci—that these boards would not function honestly, that
they would be influenced, that they would be used for political
purposes. Possibly that is true; but, if it is true, it is a sad
commentary upon the official life of this Nation,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Then perhaps it needs the sad
commentary, because the fact is that at the present time only
the rigid rule of the State Department against granting any
preference to anybody under any circumstances is able to with-
stand the congressional pressure to get people in under the
present rule by favoritism.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Very well; ther that is a general
indietment of all the public servants. I do not know but that
it is justified. You Republicans have been in power a good
while. You may have gotten just that rotten, that you can not
be trusted. I still believe, however, that there are enough
honest men in this country to administer this Government; and
if there are, we had better open the floodgates and let some
honest foreigners come in and purify our contaminated democ-
racy.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President—— |

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Will not the Senator allow me
to finish?

Mr. BRUCE. Will the Senator yield to me just for a mo-
ment? I merely desire to ask him two very brief questions.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield to the Senator from
Maryland.

Mr. BRUCE. I should like to ask the Senator, first of all,
whether he thinks this nationakorigins Idea is a workable
idea or mot. I have great respect for any conclusion reached
by the Senator; he knows that; and I should like to know, for
my own guidance, his view on that subject.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; Mr. President.

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator thinks it is?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. If the Senator will permit me,
I will address myself to that phase of the subject and finish it

Mr. BRUCE. I will ask the other question now, because the
Senator can cover that at the same time. 1 oes the Senator
think there is any real reason for deferring the operation of
the national-origins idea?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes, Mr. President; I do. If
we have determined to limit the immigration into this country
by numeriecal limitations, the next nuestion is, What method
of allotment of those numbers are we going to adopt?

In the temporary law of 1921 we took the last census that we
knew anything about—that was the census of 1910—and we
sald: “The number of immigrants shall be 3 per cent each
year of the number of foreign-born of each nationality.”
That is to say, if there were in America a hundred thousand
persons born in Sweden, the Swedish quota would be 3,000 per
year.

That method obviously wholly ignored all American-born
persons. The only persons who were reflected in the guotas
then were the foreign born, and every one of us who was born
in America was utterly ignored in the caleulation of the quota.
It was realized—it had to be realized—that that gave a result
that was quite out of harmony with the racial make-up of the
American Nation as it then stood.

So, when we came to the permanent law of 1924, it was sug-
gested that in order to get more at the average American we
should base our quotas on the census of 1790, basing them on
the number of foreign born shown by that census, because
the theory was that the foreign born at that time in America
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were more like all the rest of us than were the foreign born of
years later.

That gave us a result of 51,000 persons in the German quota
out of a total of 163,000. I do not believe anybody would con-
tend that five-sixteenths of the United States is German. It
gave a quota for Great Britain; that is, England, Scotland,
Wales, and Ulster (Northern Ireland), of some 34,000. I do
not believe anybody would contend that so little as three-six-
teenths of America is British in origin. Obviously, there was
some injustice in giving almost 50 per cent more to Germany
than to Great Britain, and similar cases of injustice were
tounl?é and can be found, if Senators will look down through
the list.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, if the Senator will
pardon me, it is equally obvious that under this new schedule
it is guite as unjust to claim that 73,000 British immigrants
should come in and only 23,000 Germans. That is quite as
much out of harmony with the original national ratio.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. I am not so sure that it is. I
think the quota for Great Britain is too high, frankly, and I
would like to see it lowered.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Then, manifestly, these people have
made a mistake in the figures.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No; I do not think that follows
at all. I do not think we can say yet whether that is so or not.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator pardon me?
I have taken no part in this debate at all, but may 1 just say
to him that I disagree with him in his response to the Senator
from Maryland, that the national origins system is at present
at all workable, and I want to call attention, if he will permit
me, in just an instant of his time——

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Surely.

Mr. JOHNSON. To the two messages that came in here
upon this subject. They present about as anomalous a situa-
tion as could be presented, and one that is wholly incomprehen-
sible to me.

The three Secretaries—the Secretary of State, the Secretary
of Commerce, and the Secretary of Labor—presented, first, a
report dated December 16, 1926, as will be observed from the
document which I think the Senator from Maryland has in his
hand, dealing with this subject, in which it is stated:

We have found our task by no means simple, but we are carrying it
out by methods which we believe to be statistieally correct, utilizing
the data that are available In accordance with what seems to us to be
the intent and meaning of the law. We have not completed our work,
but the figures which we are submitting for your information, though
provisional and subject to revision, indicate approximately what the
final results will be.

Thereupon follow subsequently the figures giving the quotas
from the various countries in accordance with the national-
origins idea.

The day following the receipt of this message there came
another message to the Congress of the United States, in which
it was asserted that there had been an inaccuracy in the former
message, and in which it was asserted as well by the three
Secretaries:

Although this iz the best information we have been able to secure,
we wish to eall attention to the reservations made by the committee
and to state that, in our opinion, the statistical and historical informa-
tion available raises grave doubts as to the whole value of these compu-
tations as a basis for the purposes intended. We therefore can not
assume responsibility for such coneclusions under these eircumstances.

Because of these two absolutely contradictory messages
coming to the Senate, one on a day following the other, a
majority of the committee, I think, reached the conclusion that
it could base no legislation of any kind or character upon the
statistics that were presented by the original message.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr, President, a word as
to the national origins. It was obvious that any method of
basing quotas on the number of foreign born here at any time
was bound to be unfair to the native born, Logically, then, the
thing to do was to find out, if we could, what system of quotas
would, as nearly as possible, reflect the whole population of the
United States, taking into aecount both native born and foreign
born in the ealculation of those guotas.

It was not, as my friend from Misgouri calls if, an idiotic
thing to do. It was based upon a report made in 1910 by the
Census Bureau, in which they had undertaken to state the
racial composition of the United States. At least, it was a
praiseworthy attempt to be impartial, and while we may have
been idiotic, it was the product of many months of hard work
on the part of your committee that had that bill in charge,




Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I withdraw the
adjective *idlotie.”

Myr. REED of Pennsylvania. Will the Senator also withdraw
“asinine ” and “imbecile”? I think he used both of those.

Mr, REED of Missouri. No; those naturally sprang up in
the Senator's own mind. That is where they originated.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator was talking to the
other side of the Chamber, and I could only hear the echo, but
it sounded like that.

Mr. BRUCE. I expect the Senator meant “benevolent.”

Mr. REED of Missouri. I was going to substitute for
“idiotic” the language that is now certified to us by the
Secretary of State and his associates, that it has been found
“unreliable and impracticable.” If a thing is unreliable and
impracticable, proceeding from that point, everyone may use
his own adjective to characterize it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. We may not even then travel
together far.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. COPELAND. I assume, since the resolution has passed,
that we hardly need to argue it, but I do want to call atten-
tion, while the Senator is talking about national origins, to
the unreliability of the census of 1790.

Mr., REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator need not argue
it. I will admit it. In many cases in the census of 1790 the
same individual is mentioned over and over again. In many
cases in the muster rolls at the time of the Revolutionary War
the same individual is mentioned over and over again, and it
is very hard to make any precise calculations based on either
of those documents. But there are certain well-defined limits
of error, according to the Census Bureau, and it was testified
within the week, I think or last week, by the Director of the
Census, that the degree of error possible in these calculations
is known, and that the extremes within which the truth lies
can very definitely be stated.

Now just to answer the Senator from Maryland, because I
have delayed an answer long enough: I do believe that the
national-origin system is practicable and just. T believe that
it ought not to be put in force on the strength of this pre-
liminary report, which is frankly stated to be preliminary, and
I am very glad that the Senate has reached the conclusion
to allow these experts another year to work out the figures
more definitely. I believe that when they come to make their
final report, it will stand analysis and attack successfully.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I simply want to
say one word, I think we now understand the theory of my
friend from Pennsylvania. It is that if a man is one-tenth
Irish, one-seventh German, one-fourth French, and so forth——

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, The arithmetic of the situation
is such that one could not be one-seventh of anything, is it not?

Mr. REED of Missouri. I think not. I think I can figure
that out so as to get one-seventh. But we will not quarrel
about the mathematics. So that each of these proportions
in his blood will feel a sense of great satisfaction to know that
there is the same proportion of people coming into this country
now as represented by each of these particular portions of his
blood strain. :

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. They will get the same glow
that the Senator would in finding that a disproportionate num-
ber of some nationality was coming in.

Mr. REED of Missouri. And that will be a source of great
consolation to the American people. 1 remark this, in con-
clusion, that the destiny of this race to which we belong is not,
in the first place, determined by exact proportions of blood;
and if it were, the admixture in the past and up to the present
is not necessarily the best or most perfect that can be made.
It may be, for instance, that my friend and myself are too
much Irish, or that we have too much Scotch in us, and that it
might improve either one of us if we were crossed with a
German. It may be so with this race, and it seems to me that
an intelligent view of the whole proposition is this, that we
should first of all try to keep America from retrograding, from
bringing dangerous elements into our life from other countries,
and by *“dangerous elements” I mean those who will not
measure up to the standard of good citizenship in their own
persons and in their posterity. But when that rule has been
set up, it is equally profitable to us to bring in those people
who can contribute to the general welfare of the country, who
meet the standards of citizenship, giving us what we need to
makle’ this what it ought to be, the leading country of the
world.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, it seems to me that it might be
questioned whether we really need, from an economic stand-
point, to bring in any immigrants at all. I do not know
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whether the attention of the Senator has been directed to this
phase of the subject or not, though his range of study and
knowledge is so wide that it doubtless has been; but it is the
opinion of political economists, for instance, of the late Francis
J. Walker, and other economists that I might mention, that the
population of this country would be just as large as it is to-day
if not one single, solitary immigrant had ever landed upon our
shores since the end of our War of Independence.

The idea is that the effect of letting in from time to time
immigrants accustomed to harder conditions of living than ours
has been to check early marriage and to keep down the propa-
gation of our native population. Benjamin Franklin, for in-
stance, mentions the fact that during the War of the Revolution
or about that time—I forget which at this moment—notwith-
standing the fact that the early streams of American coloniza-
tion had ceased almost entirely, our domestic population was
doubling itself every 25 years. We have never in our history,
I believe, had any higher rate of increase than that.

Another very interesting fact is that in the South, to which
comparatively little immigration has come, the population has,
if I am not mistaken, multiplied at that rate, too. If the views
of the economists that I have mentioned are correct, why, I
repeat, should we trouble about Immigration at all?

Our own natives and present foreign-born citizens would see
to the multiplication and they would increase without any
foreign aid if we only continue to maintain our present easy
conditions of living in this country. That is the point: The
capacity of the human species for rapid multiplication under
congenial circumstances is almost infinite. What keeps down
a population is competition regulated by a low standard of
wages. It is that which operates as a check upon early mar-
riage and the quickened multiplication of human beings which
flows from early marriage. If we look into- the philosophy
of the thing, this is an important aspect of the whole immi-
gration question. If it is not particularly desirable that we
should have any more immigrants in this country, if it is de-
girable that the present liberal rate of wages which our own
working people, native and naturalized, obtain should be per-
petuated, why should we concern ourselves acutely about any
foreign immigration, whether English, Irish, German, Scandi-
navian, or Italian? Our first duty is to our own people, those
who are within our gates, not simply our native but also our
naturalized stock. I echo most earnestly one view expressed
by the Senator from Penngylvania [Mr. Reep] a few moments
ago. I think that we ought to apply the immigration quota system
to immigrants from Mexico and possibly some other countries
to which it does not apply. Of course, I recognize the great
benefit that has resulted to the United States from the many
different strains that have entered into the blood of its people,
and I am not advocating any contraction in the present volume
of immigration so far as Europe is concerned. What I have
said I have said merely by way of intimating that I do not go
so far as the Senator from Missouri in favoring foreign emigra-
tion to our land.

Mr, REED of Missouri. My, President, I was =aying, or en-
deavoring to say, that my opinion is that we ought not to admit
a population here to lower the standards of America; but, on
the other hand, we ounght not to shut out a population which
will help us maintain and possibly improve our standing. Now,
the guestion is how that result can be obtained. It can not be
obtained by a racial quota. It can not be obtained by a numeri-
cal quota. If it is a bad thing, as my friend from Maryland,
for whom I have so much respect, rather intimates to let any
foreigners come in at all, then we ought to stop all immigration.

Mr, BRUCE, Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly.

Mr. BRUCE. I did not mean to convey the impression that
there is anything bad about it. Of course, I think the superior
virtues of native stock in many respects are very much ex-
aggerated. The peint I make is that the effect of an influx of
foreign immigration is to lower the wages of our own people, to
make life a lot more arduous for our own American working-
men, and we can refurnish our population through native
agencies withont any extraneous aid, then it does seem to me
it is quite questionable whether there is any particular reason
why we should be especially liberal in the matter of letting
immigrants into the country.

Mr. REED of Missouri. To continue what I was saying, if
it ig undesirable even to let anyone in, of course, the way to
settle that question is to bar them all. I do not hold to the
opinion that we can not profit by getting the better class of the
better nations of Europe. I think they are a distinet contribu-
tion when they come here, inspired by the same ambitions that
inspired our ancestors when they came here. I think that if we
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had their great sclentists, their great teachers, their great

writers, and some of their sturdy citizenry, it would be a dis-

tinet contribution. Instead of bringing in Mexicans to do the
labor of the country, I would rather bring in white people from
those countries.

AMr, BRUCE. May I remind the Senator that that class is
not excluded at all by the quota provisions? They fall within
the nonquota class—students, teachers, and what not.

Mr. REED of Missouri. But the classes I have mentioned
are not generally admitted. Without going into detail, because
it takes too much time to follow details, I am discussing prin-
ciples. I perfectly well know that in the early days of the
country the increase of our native population was rapid. That
has happened in every new country where the people have been
able to maintain themselves against the adversities of nature.
1t seems to be a natural law. But I have no time to spend
with anyone who gits down and figures out or concludes that
he can figure out the problem of race procreation and go back
150 or 200 or 300 years and say that he cam tell us that we
would have had as many people here as we have through
immigration and other causes,

I agree with what the Senator from Maryland states, that
generally and broadly speaking economic conditions have a
great deal to do with the increase of population. Bul that is
not always true. I think if he will visit some of the Southern
States, as he probably has, and see the pickauinnies rolling out
of the cabins that have roofs one could throw a eat through,
he would know that, there is something to be considered beside
economic conditions in the matter of race multiplication. But
if the rule were universal it would seem that all the streets
of our cities under present high wages and easy methods of
living would be filled with flocks of toddliug infants. I do not
believe there has been any remarkable iucrease in child birth
in the country in the last two or three yeurs. The fact about
the matter is that I am afraid we are making so much money
now and living has come to be such an enormous thing that a
lot of young people think they can not afford to get married
at all. But that is aside from the question, and I have taken
a great deal of time when I only rose originally to talk not
over five minutes.

I hope we are going to approach a condition where we are
either going to say that no foreigner can come Lere at all or
else we are going to adopt a system by which, as nearly as it
may be huomanly accomplished, we will select the people who
come here and we will exclude thoSe who are not fit to become
American citizens. If we follow that rule it is immadterial
whether a few more of them come from one of the countries
of Europe or come from some other country of Hurope, I think
that is the sane and sound method to pursue.

But in the meantime, since we have the law upon the statute
books and can not get rid of it probably at this session, it is,
of course, wise to give further time to determine the guestion,
80 that the President will not be called upon to act upon in-
formation which it is now admitted is utterly inadeguate and
entirely unreliable,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I desire to ask unani-
mous consent that as a part of the debate upon the joint reso-
lution, which has already passed the Senate, there may be
printed in the Recorp a short hearing held by the Immigration
Committee of the Senate on Wednesday, December 22, 1926.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Withount objection, it is so ordered.

The hearing is as follows:

IMMIGRATION OF ALIENS INTO THE UNITED STATES
UNITED STATES BENATE,
COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION,
Washington, D. €., Wednesday, December 22, 1926,

The committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10.30 o'clock a. m,,
in the committee room, Capltol, Benator HiraM W, JoHNs0N presiding.

Present : Senators JouNsoN (chairman), WirLis, and Regp of Penn-
gylvania. i

The committee thereupon proceeded to the consideration of the bill
(8. 4425) to amend gections 11 and 12 of an act to limit the !mmigra-
tion of aliens into the United States, and for other purposes, approved
May 26, 1924, which is here printed in full:

(8. 4425)

“A bill to amend sections 11 and 12 of an act to limit the immigration
of aliens into the United Btates, and for other purposes, approved
May 26, 1024
“ Be it enacted, etc., That section 11 of an act to limit the immigra-

tion of aliens Into the United States, and for other purposes, approved

May 26, 1024, be amended so as to read as follows:
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““8rc. 11. (a) The annual quota of any nationality shall be 2 per
cent of the number of forcign-born individuals of such nationality resi-
dent in continental United States as determined by the United States
census of 1890, but the minimum quota of any nationality shall be 100.

#4(b) There shall be issued to guota Immigrants of any nationality
(1) no more immigration visas in any fiscal year than the guota for
soch pationality, and (2) in any calendar month of any fiscal year no
more immigration visas than 10 per cent of the guota for such national-
ity, except that If such quota is less than 300 the number to be issued
in any calendar month shall be prescribed by the Commisgioner General,
with the approval of the Secretary of Labor, but the total number to
be issued during the fiscal year shall not be jn excess of the gquota for
such nationality.

“i(¢) Nothing in this act shall prevent the issuance (without in-
ereasing the total number of immigration visas which may be issued)
of an immigration visa to an Immigrant as a quota immigrant even
though he is n nonguota Immigrant.

“ Bec. 2. That section 12 of sald act be amended so as to read as
follows :

“é¢8ec. 12, (a) For the purposes of this aect nationality shall be
determined by country of birth, treating as separate couutries the
colonies, dependencies, or self-governing dominions, for which separate
enumeration was made in the United States census of 15890; except
that (1) the nationality of a child under 21 years of age not born im
the United Btates, accompanied by its alien parent not born in the
United Btates, shall be determined by the country of birth of such
parent if such parent Is entitled to an immigration viga, and the
nationality of a child under 21 years of age not born in the United
States, accompanied by both alien parents not born in the United
States, shall be determined by the country of birth of the father if the
father is entitled to an immigration visa; and (2) if a wife is of a'
different nationality from her alien husband and the entire number of
immigration visas which may be issued to quota immigrants of her
nationality for the calendar month has already been issued, her nation-
ality may be determined by the country of birth of her husband, it
she is aecompanying bim and he is entitled to an immigration viea,
unless the total number of Immigration visas which may be lssued to
guota immigrants of the nationality of the husband for the calendar
month has already been issued. An Immigrant born in the United
Siates who has lost his United States citizenship shall be considered
as having been born In the ecountry of which he is a citizen or sub-
ject, or if he is not a citizen or subject of any country, then in the
country from which he comes.

“*(b) The Secretary of State, the Secretary of Commerce, and the
Secretary of Labor jointly shall, as soon as feasible after the enactment
of this act, prepare a statement showing the number of individuals of
the varlous nationalities resident in continental United States as deter-
mined by the United States census of 1890, which statement shall be
the population basis for the purposes of subdivision (a) of section 11.
In the case of a country recognized by the United States, but for which
a separate enumeration was not made in the census of 1800, the number
of individonals born in such country and resldent in continental United
States in 1890, as estimated by such officials jointly, shall be considered
for the purposes of subdivision (a) of section 11 as having been deter-
mined by the United States census of 1800, In the case of a colony or
dependency existing before 1880, but for which a separate enumeration
was not made in the census of 1890, and which was not included in the
enumeration for the country to which such colony or dependency be-
longed, or in the ease of territory administered under a protectorate,
the number of individuals born in such colony, dependency, or territory
and resident in continental United Btates in 1890, as estimated by such
officialg jointly, shall be considered for the purposes of subdivision (a)
of section 11 as having been determined by the Unlted States census of
1800 to have been born in the country to which such colony or depend-
ency belonged or which administers such protectorate,

“i{¢) In case of changes in political boundaries in foreign countries
occurring subsequent to 1800 and resulting In the creation of new coun-
tries the governments of which are recognized by the United Btates, or
in the establishment of self-governing dominions, or in the transfer of
territory from one country to amother, such transfer being recognized by
the United States, or in the surrender by ope country of territory the
transfer of which to another country has not been recognized by the
United Btates, or in the administration of territories under mandates,
(1) such officials jointly shall estimate the number of individuals resi-
dent in continental United States In 1890 who weare born within the
area included in such new countries or gelf-governing dominfons or in
guch territory so transferred or surrendered or administered under a
mandate, and revise (for the purposes of subdivision (a) of section 11)
the population basis ag to each country invelved in such ehange of polit-
jeal boundary. For the purpose of such revision and for the purpose of
determining the nationality of an immigrant, (A) allens born in the
area included in any such new country or self-governing dominion shall
be considered as having been born in such couniry or dominion, and
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allens born In any territory so trasferred shall be considered as having
been born in the country to which such territory was transferred, and
(B) territory so surrendered or administered under a mandate shall be
treated as a separate country., Such treatment of territory administered
under a mandate shall not constitute consent by the United States to
the proposed mandate where the United States has not consented in a
tresaty to the administration of the territory by a mandatory power.

#4¢({d) The statements, estimates, and revisions provided in this sec-
tion shall be made annually,

% ¥(e) Such officials shall jointly report annually to the President the
quota of each nationality under subdivision (a) of section 11, together
with the statements, estimates, and revisions provided for in this sec-
tion. The President shall proclaim and make known the guotas =so
reported, and thereafter such guotas shall continue, with the same effect
as if specifically stated herein, for all fiscal years.'"™

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will please come to order, Senator
SHipsTEAD, I understand that you have a bill pending before the Senate
upon which you desire fo present your views.

Benator SHIPSTEAD. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. We shall be very glad to have you do so.
proceed ¥
STATEMENT OF HON. HENRIE SHIPSTEAD, SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF

MINNESOTA

Senator SHIPSTRAD. I have prepared a condensed résumé, which is
the resnlt of a great deal of study of the so-called national-origin
clause of the immigration act, and I will go through it as hurriedly as
1 ean, becanse 1 think it ought to be in the record for the considera-
tion of the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. All right, sir.

Senator BHIPSTEAD. As I go along with this statement, in order to
save time and not impose upon the committee, if you care to ask me
any questions I will be very glad to answer them.

Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 8. 4425, which I
introduced June 8 last, seeks to amend sections 11 and 12 of the
immigration law of 1924. The amendment is in the form of a redraft
of said sections. The object of this amendment is to repeal the so-
called national-origin method of determining the annual immigra-
tion quota from each country to take effect July 1, 1927, as set forth in
paragraph (b) of said section 11, so that thereafter the annual quota of
immigrants from any country shall continue to be the same as at pres-
ent, viz, 2 per cent of the number of foreign-born individoals of such
nationality resident in continental United States as determined by the
United States census of 1890, In redrawing said sections 11 and 12,
I have endeavored to eliminate therefrom all that relates to the na-
tional-origin provisions, both in regard to the numerical limitations
and also in regard to the administration of the immigration law, but to
retain therein all that relates to the administration of the law under
the quota as provided for in paragraph (a), section 11.

My peason for asking for the elimination of the national-origin
method to determine the quota of each country is that I find that we
have not sufficient official or other data upon which to determine the
quota of each country upon this basis and that it would lead to dis-
erimination between different nationalities, which is just what Con-
gress diligently endeavored to avoid in passing the immigration act of
1924, 1 might say also that the reason I voted agalnst the immigra-
tlon law when it came back from the House and from the conference is
because I began to have an inkling of where this would lead us. I
have given considerable study to the matter since, and I have come to
the coneclusion, and I think every one of you who look into it will

" come to the conclusion, that there is no basis upon which this can be
reckoned to determine what is the national origin of the various
groups. Therefore, the yardstick by which we measure under this
provision is not based on anything about which we have exact informa-
tion,

The purpose of the national-origin plan is to divide all Iimmi-
grants exactly in accordance with the national origln of our popula-
tion s0 as to eliminate charges of discrimination. If this eould be done,
it might be an ideal plan,

Puragraphs (b) and (c) of said section 11 read as follows:

“(b) The annual quota of any nationality for the fiscal year begin-
ning July 1, 1927, and for each fiscal year thereafter, shall be a
number which bears the same ratio to 150,000 as the number of
inhabitants in continental United States in 1920 having that national
origin (ascertained as hereinafter provided in this section) bears to
the number of inhabitants in continental United States ln 1920, but
the minimum gquota of any natlonality shall be 100.

“(c) For the purpose of subdivision (b) national origin shall be
ascertained by determining as nearly as may be, in respect of each
geographical area which under sectlon 12 is to be treated as a sep-
arate country (except the geographical areas speeified in subdivision
(c) of section 4), the number of inhabitants in continental United
States in 1020 whose origin by birth or ancestry is attributable to

Will you
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guch geographical area. Such determination shall not be made by
tracing the ancestors or descendants of particular individuoals, but
shall be based upon statistics of immigration and emigration, together
with rates of increase of population as shown by suecessive decennial
United States censuses, and such other data as may be found to be
reliable.”

It will be seen from the above that the most Important element in
this determination is “ statistics of immigration and emigration.,”” The
next important element is * rates of inecrease of population as shownm
by successive decennial United States censuses.”

As rellable statistics of Immigration and emigration are mnot in
existence the whole plan fails and leaves the determination to mere
guesswork or conjecture,

Senator Regp. In the absence of statistics, you say?

Senator SHIPSTEAD. Yes; I say * roliable statistics” are not avail-
able. According to the hest authorities, there are no reliable statis-
tics of immigration for the first 213 vears of this country’s history.
I believe you stated in the debate upon this proposition that there
were none until 18207

Senator REep. Yes

Senator SHIPSTEAD. I am quoting from your statement on the floor
of the BSenate, April 3, 1924, page 5460, part 6, volume 65, of the
CoxcrEssioNAL Reconp: * There was no official governmental record of
Immigration commenced until the year 1820."

Dr, Edward McSweeney, former Assistant Commissioner of Immi-
gration, has made a statement on that, and if you would care to have
me do so I would like to read it. He said [reading]:

“In 1819 a law was passed making it necessary for the captains of
all incoming ships, bringing passengers to the United States, to file
a manifest of the passengers, but except to give the number of the
passengers to the Government was never other than perfunctory and
almost never used., These accumulated manifests were burned in the
Ellls Island fire of 1806. The first real attempt to gather immigra-
tion statistlcs was after the Immigration Bureau was established in
the early nineties.,”

Bo that brings us down to 1886, if that statement is correct.

Senator REED. Not necessarily, because the statisties were copled and
compiled, or for many decades before that, and appear in the Gov-
ernment reports here in Washington. y

Benator SHIPSTEAD. Considerable emphasis has been laid on the fact
that a census was taken in the year 1790 and that this census can be
used as a basis for determining the ‘ national origin” of the in-
habitants of the United States in that year, but this census is of no
vilue for that purpose because only names and ages were given in
this census and no information can be secured as to nationality or
“npational origin.”

In 1906 Congress passed a law providing that the Director of the
Census be authorized and directed to publish in permanent form, by
counties and minor subdivisions, the names of the families returned
at the first census of the United States in 1790.

Speaking of the difficulties in this work, Willlam 8. Rossiter, then
chief clerk of the Census Bureau, stated In Outlook for December 29,
1906, page 1071, with reference to the correspondence hetween the
Secretary of State and the marshals In the different districts who had
charge of the census:

“The break in official records is one of the marks of the teeth of the
British lion, these papers and many others having been destroyed dur-
ing the occupation of Washington in the War of 1812."

Alr. Rossiter also states:

* Vagaries of size, shape, paper, ruling, chirography, and language
could easily be forgiven, if, however, thereby we could restore the
missing schedules for Delaware, Georgia, Kentucky, New Jersey, Ten-
nessee, and Virginia, another reminder of the British, for they woere
alzo destroyed during the occupation of Washington."

Mr. Rossiter estimates that ome-fourth of the enumeration is now
lacking and that it would be very difficult to comply with the law
of 1906,

Director of the Census North was not seemingly deterred by the
fact that such a large part of the records was missing, and pro-
ceeded in 1909 to make a voluminous report which not only used
the partial records but gave meticulous percentages of the racial
divisions in the country based solely on names, the same as the late
Senator Iodge has done in his “ Distribution of Ability” in 1896.
Well, certainly the recklessness of that would be apparent: for in-
stance, here is a man by the name of Murphy ; suppose he marries a
girl of German descent. What would the children be? If you go by
name, of course they would be called Irish; the German would be
wiped out. If an Irigsh girl should marry a man with a German
name, a Scotch name, or Scandinavian name, the Irish descent would
be wiped out.

Senator REEp, Would not these instances pretty well cancel one
another?
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Senator SmipsTEAD. T think that may be. But, of course, in the
absence of any statistics from such a large part of the United States
down to recent date, I think while that may be true that ome would
cancel the other, I should rather think that the larger would absorb
the smaller, and the smaller would finally be entirely wiped out. The
proportion would not be kept, and, as I understand it, the function
of this clanse was to keep the origin in about the same proportion, if
it could be determined.

This North report has been used in the tentative tables to show
what each country would get under the * pational-origin' clause in
the immigration act of 1024,

Several eminent scholars have written extensive articles for the
magazines showing the futility of trying fo arrive at the “national
origin " of the white inhabitants of the United States, among which
are mentioned Dr. Edward I", McSweeney, former assistant immigra-
tion commissioner at New York, and Dr. Roy L. Garls, professor of
economies in Vanderbilt University.

I quote from Doctor Garis's article in the Saturday Evening Post
for October 10, 1925:

“The *pational-origin ' plan means, therefore, that we must abandon
practical methods and adopt something which we do not know anything
or at best very little about.” (P, 233, Saturday Evening Post, October
10, 1925.) )

John B. Trevor, in his statement before the Senate Committee on
Immigration, page 90, Senate hearings, 1924, stated :

“ It has been sugzested that the adoption of the 1890 census in’lieu
of that of 1910 will accomplish an equitable apportionment between
the emigration originating in northwestern Europe and in southern and
eastern Kurope, respectively. This principle has been embodied in the
House committee bill now before Congress. On the other hand, it is
alleged that the selection of the census of 1890 as the basis for the
computation of quotas, discriminates unjustly against lmmigration from
what is called the newer sources of supply. Since the late arrivals
are in all fairness not entitled to special privilege over those who have
arrived at an earlier date and thereby contributed more to the ad-
vancement of the Nation, the obvious solution of the problem lies in
the racial analysis of the population of the United States. The diffi-
culties of such a proceeding are obviously very great, and the results,
owing to the lack of complete data compiled in the earlier decennial
enumerations made by our Government, can therefore only approximate
the truth.”

1 want to say this for Mr. Trevor: He has been criticized and blamed
for whatever there has been done in trying to figure this out, I can
not find anywhere that Trevor spoke in favor of the * national origin.”
Ie was contending all the time that the gquota of 1890 was the most
fair and would cause the least diserimination against any nationality.
That is the gist of his argument from beginning to end, as I read it
in the hearings and wherever I find him quoted.

Senator Rekp. I think the explanation of that is that the “ national-
orlgin ” clause had not been suggested at the time he testified.

Benator SmirsTEAD. That may be.

Senator REep. The idea, whether a good one or bad one, I think,
originated with myself. Trevor had never heard the suggestion.

Senntor SHIPSTEAD, I think the idea is a good one if you can find
a basis upon which to fizure it out.

Senator REED. Of course, the theory of it was an _effort to be en-
tirely fair to everybody and try to be impartial,

Senator SHirsTEAD. Yes; I think so.

Senator ReEp. I have no pride of authorship in it, and T am very
concerned in seeing how it will work out. If it is impracticable, I
think we ought to repeal It.

Senator SHIPSTEAD. After I talked to you the other day I thought
you would be interested in getting it corrected.

Senator REep. Yes; 1 am.

Senator SHIPSTEAD., This goes into effect next year, unless something
is done either to stop the presidentinl order or to repeal this act

That is the only statement that I can find by Trevor on this proposi-
tion, but 1 think it is very significant. Now, he goes on to say:

“ Nevertheless, such an approximation is of infinite value in demon-
gtrating the falsity of the charges made by those whose interests and
sympathies le abroad rather than in the country of their adoption.”

And I absolutely agree with him, T think he is right when he says
that the quota of 1800 would be the most falr and eause the least
digerimination to any group.

Senator REED., Senator, you agree with this, do yon not, that If It is
possible from a practieable standpoint to base the quotas on the whole
population of the United Btates it ought to be done rather than to
base them upon the foreign borm in any particular year; in other
words, there is mo reason why we who were born here ghould not be
reflected in the quota if it can be done?

Senator SHIPSTEAD. I think that is right, if it can be done; then,
I think it is perfectly right,
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1 shall not take up the time of the committee In quoting from per-
sons outside of Government service, but will call the attention of the
committee to statements on this question made by persons who are
charged with the administration of this law.

On May 8, 1924, Congressman SABATH, one of the House conferees,
stated in reference to paragraph (b), seetion 11 (p. 8138, p. 8, vol. 65,
COXGRESSIONAL RECORD) :

“ Both the Director of the Census, Mr. Steuart, and Doetor Hill,
first assistant, who appeared before the managers, declared that they
would be obliged to adopt arbitrary methods to arrive at the proper
basis upon which alloecation will be based."

Commissioner General of Immigration Hull, in his annual report for
1925 (p. 29), states:

“ Thirteenth. Section 11 provides at the present time for an annual
quota for each nationality of 2 per cent of the number of foreign-born
individuals of such nationality resident in continental United States, as
deétermined by the census of 1890, with a minimum quota of 100, and
further provides that, beginning July 1, 1927, and for each flscal year
thereafter, the allotment shall be determined according to national
origin. The bureau feels that the present method of ascertaining the
quotas is far more satisfactory than the proposed determination by
national origin; that it has the advantages of simplicity and certainty.
It {& of the opinion that the proposed change will lead to great con-
fusion and result in complexities, and accordingly it is recommended
that the pertinent portions of section 11, providing for this revision of
the quotas as they now stand, be rescinded."

In the Baturday Evening Post for October 10, 1925, Doctor Garis
quotes Director Steuart as making a statement on June 24, 1925
(p. 233):

“ That there are no figures in existence which show completely the
pational origin of the population of the United States.”

After thoroughly consgidering the question of whether or mnot the
cénsus of 1910 or the census of 1890 should be used as a quota basis,
Congress came to the conclusion that the census of 1890 eliminated
all digerimination in favor of either the pew or the old immigration,
as far as each type had contributed to our make-up of the different
nationalities. It may be true tbat the old and the new immigration
gets about the same percentage of the total under either method, but
it is when we come to divide the quota between the several countries
in each group that the discrimination comes In whben we try to apply
the “ national-origin" method under what we have so far learned as
to the distribution under the * national-origin " method and especially
under the tables that were used before the Senate and House Commit-
tees on Immigration and before the conference committee,

The 1890 basis is a practical law and is based upon definite sta-
tistics, but, as I have heretofore stated, the * national-origin® plan
means that we must abandon a practical method and adopt something
about which we do not know anything, or at least very little.

The Benate and House during the first session of the Sixty-eighth
Congress expended a great deal of time on different immigration bills,
but there were several other important features in addition to the
gnota limitations that had to be considered and occupled a great deal
of time. Of these I might mention the Japanese exclusion, alien
seamen question, and nonguota immigrants. The necessity of passing
a law during that session was very important, as the law then in
effect would soon expire and we were threatened with being flooded
with immigrants from many European countries. The House passed
H. R. 7955, which provided for a quota of 2 per cent, according to
the census of 1890. On April 2, 1924, the Senate took up for con-
sideration Senate blll 3576, which provided for a quota of 2 per cent
of the eensus of 1910, The bill as reported eontained a large number
of a ts proposed by the Senate committee, and a large number
of amendments were offered on the floor of the Senate, among which
was the amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
REED] known as the “ national-origin smendment” now contained in
paragraph (b), section 11, After the Introduction of the * national
origin amendment” the time of the Senate was occupied with several
other amendments which came in thick snd fast, and the parlia-
mentary situation on the floor of the Senate was described by the late
Senator from Illinois, Mr. McCormick, on page 6542, part 7, volume 65,
as: “ The parliamentary mosaic which has been laid out by those in
charge of the bilL"

The Senate agreed on the 2 per cent of the census of 1880; then
took up for consideration the “mational-origin” amendment. Outslde
of the statement of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] there
was very ltitle discussion on this amendment, and it was adopted
without a record vote (p. 6472, pt. 7, vol. 65, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD).
The revised text of this amendment is found on page 6471, part T,
volume 65, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,

You remember, Senator REED, that when this came up In the Senate
there were a great many amendments proposed, and I notlced in the
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debates on this subject that you were practically the only one who
saild anything. I do not think anylody else was familiar with it.

Senator REED. Senator Lodge spoke in favor of it, I believe.

Senator SHipsTEAD, Congress bhas been criticized a great deal for
putting it in, I think that the Cougress had very good Iintentlons.
After it had come back from the House and come back from the
conference I was beginning to think that we were going to drift far
into the sea on it, and that is the main reason 1 voted against the
immigration Dbill,

What Information did the Senate have as to the effect of this amend-
ment before it was adopted?

Mr. John B. Trevor appeared at the hearings before the Senate
committee (p. 89, Senate Hearings), and sobmitted a statement and a
table that he had prepared entitled * Prellminary table, subject to
revision.” A copy of this table will be found in Exhibit A attached
hereto. This table shows what each European country would receive
a8 an immigrant quota on a basis of one-fifth of 1 per cent and one-
fourth of 1 per ceni based om * natiomal orlgin,” and what it will
receive under H. R. 6540, or 2 per cent of the census of 1880, and
under the law in force at that time. But this table does not show
what eaeh country would recelve after the total immigration is Hmited
to 150,000 ind divided between each country according to the propo-
sition stated in the Reed amendment.

Senator Reep. There were lots of tables put in the record, though,
based on Trevor's decision between nation and nationm; I think you
will find them g

Senator SmIPsTEAD. That s, fguring the immigration total at
150,000,

Senator Reep. Yes, :

# Benator SmirsTEAD. I found three tables.

Senator Reep. Figuring on a basis of 300,000, and, I think, 150,000.

Henator SuipsTEAD. Here is one on the basis of 300,000 that you put
into the record—from a speech made by Mr. Curran of New York.

Benator REep. Yes,

Benator BEHIPSTEAD. That 18 on the basis of 300,000. Here is an-
other one. These are the Trevor figures, as I understand them.

The CHAIRMAN. Do you wish them inserted as a part of your remarks,
Benator ?

Senator SHIPSTEAD. Yes,

The CHAIEMAN. They will be inserted.

Senator SHIPSTEAD. And here is the only table I eould find based
upon annual immigration of 150,000.

The CmAirMAN, Whose table is that?

Benator REEp, That is the one T meant.

Senator SHIPSTEAD, That is the one yoo meant?

Senator HEED, Yes,

Senator SHiPSTEAD. I find it on page 8138, part 8, volume 65, Cox-
GRESSIONAL Recorp, This table was printed in the Recorp after the
{mmigration bill had passed the Senate,

The CHAIRMAN. That will be inserted as part of your remarks, also,
Benator.

If any person wanted to determine what quoia any particular
country would receive under the Reed amendment, he would have to
assume that the Trevor tables would be used and then resort to the
arithmetical method known as the * double rule of 3.” For example:
If he wanted to ascertain the guota of Sweden he would have to make
out the equation, » 150,000 ; : 2,285,606 : 2,386,237,

Multiplying the means and dividing by the known extreme we get
for the answer 3,712,

No table was before the Senate In which the gquota each country
would receive under the Reed amend t was puted.

There is a table on page 5476, part 6, volume 65, CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, showing what each country would receive under 2 per cent
of 1890, 2 per cent of 1910, and under the * national-origin* method,
but when you examine this table more closely you will find that this
table ag to the * national-origin " method is baged upon a total annual
immigration of 300,000, while the Reed amendment provides for only
150,000, and it is very unfair to compare what each country would get
under 2 per cent of the 1880 census where the total immigration would
amount to only 161,990 with the * national-origin' method based on
800,000. According to this table, Denmark would get 2,782 under the
2 per cent of 1800 method and 2,183 under the * national-origin"
method, but when you reduce the annual immigration to 150,000 the
quota for Denmark would be only one-half of what is shown in this
table. Take Germany: Under the quota of 1880 basis she would get
50,129 ; under the “national-origin’ method as shown on this table,
44,035 ; but under the Reed amendment only about 22,000. Take the
quota of Norway : Under the 1890 basis, 6,453 ; under this table, 4,866 ;
but under the Reed amendment only one-half, or 2,483. Thus Norway
and Bweden would lose about two-thirds of the guota under the 2 per
cent of the 1890 method.
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These tables did not give anything with reference to the Irish Free
Btate.

I think when you spoke in the Senate you had the total immigration
quota of 300,000, because I see when you take that basis, then there is
not much difference between the quota under this national-origin clause
and the law of 1800; but when we take 150,000 there is a great deal
of difference ; and I think you overlooked that.

Senator Reep. It cuts it in half. The amendment cutting the quota
to 150,000 was made, as I recall it, by Senator HarrIisox.

Senator SHipsTEAD. Was that made after you introduced your amend-
ment?

Senator REEp. Yes, The * national-origin" amendment, as I intro-
duced It, called for a Swedish quota of approximately 7,400 and a fotal
immigration of 300,000. As I recall it, the amendment 5o introduced to
my amendment by Senator Harrisox was carried by the Senate to make
it a total of 150,000.

Senator SHIrsTEAD, 1 find here that Senator Rosixsox asked you this
question, page 5468, part 6, volume 65, CONGRESSIONAL REconp: * Has
the Benator investigated to ascertain how that would work out in prac-
tical results as compared with the proposal to base the quota on the
1890 census or the proposal which he himself submlitted?" And younr
reply was : “ Yes, Mr. President ; I have, There iz almost no difference
between the result of the 1800 method and the result of the proposal I
have just been outlining.”

On May 8, 1924, Congressman SapaTH had printed in the Recorn
(p. 8138) a table which he claims had been used before the conference
committee by the Senator from Pennsylvania. This table tells an
entirely different story from the table that was printed on page
5476,

Mr. Trevor has been criticized very seriously on account of the tables
that he had prepared, but in justice to Mr. Trevor T will call the atten-

+tion of the committee to his statement before the Senate committee,

which is printed on page 89 of Senate hearings, 1924, from which I
will quote the followlng :

“I am convinced, speaking broadly, that H. R. G540 gives the ole-
ments who are most voclferous in their charges of discrimination more
than they could hope for if it were possible for the Census Bureau to
make an accurate apportionment of the racial straing in solution
throughout our population to-day. Theoretically a quota based on such
an analysis 18 ideal; but practically it would be a matter of great diffi-
cnlty to construct a table of apportionment which would not be under
fire year in and year out." :

H. R. 6540, referred to by Mr. Trevor above, provides for a quota
based on 2 per cent of the census of 1890,

In a speech at the Hotel Astor March 25, 1924, before the Econamie
Club, Hon. Henry H. Curran, commissioner of immigration at Ellis
Island (see p. 5475, pt. 6, vol. 65, CONGRESSIONAL RECOBD), stated:

“1f we drop the 1910 measure and take up the 1800 measure. we
come, with a few minor differences in the case of individual natious,
to a measure that almost exactly gives each part of Europe that to
which it is entitled. No more and no less. That is why I am for the
1890 measure. It helps us to b more h us by sending
to us every year a miniature or replica of that which we are already,
according to original national stock. The 1899 measure is the soundest,
the healthiest, the fairest, and the best. I hope you will write to your
Senators and Congressmen and tell them so.”

I respectfully call the attention of the committee to the constitutional
features of the * national-origin " method. Congress has no doubt the
power to adopt any arbitrary quota it may see fit and has the power
to delegate to some commission or executive officers the power to deter-
mine the immigration quota of each country from facts and figures
that may be established before such commiesion or officers, but when
Congress attempts to confer upon a commission or executive officer of
the Government the power to fix arbitrarily the quota for each country,
has not Congress exceeded its powers in delegating to such board or
officers a part of its legislative functions?

Benator Reep. There is a bigger question even than the Sendtor
suggests, and that is that Congress and every Member of Congress wants
to be fair.

Benator SHIPSTEAD. Oh, sure.

Renator REED. And fmpartial in regard to these nationalities.

Senator BHIPsTEAD. Oh, yes; I do not think anybody questions that,

Senator REEp. The figures caleulated on the “ national-origin ™ basis
are now In conrse of completion, I am told, and will be available to
us immediately after we reassemble in January, and I think that the
committee expects then to take up energetically and thoroughly this
question.

Senator SHIPSTEAD. Thank you.

The CHAmMAN, The committee will now go Into executive session.

(Thereupon, at 11.30 o'clock a. m., the committee proceeded to the
congideration of executive business, and at the conclusion thereof
adjourned to meet at the call of the chairman.) ¥
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“TrREVOR TABLES,"—A study of the population of the United Stales (preliminary draft subject to correction)
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Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President, I have no desire to con-
tinue the discussion, but I think Senators should be thinking
about the national-origin proposition, because, as I see it, it is
founded upon very insecure and unreliable estimates. I hold
in my hand a discussion of the Irish in America, and I want
to call attention to three or four Irish names., This matter
relates to the State of Pennsylvania.

In the census of 1790 there was no Irishman by the name of
Brennan included in the State of Pennsylvania, and yet there
were 41 soldiers in the Revolutlonary Army from Pennsylvania
by that name.

The name of Cavanaugh did not appear .in the census of
1790 in Pennsylvania, but there were 23 persons of that name
in the Continental Army from Pennsylvania.

The name of Dwyer did not appear in the census of 1?90 of
the State of Pennsylvania, but there were 17 Revolutionary
soldiers of that name from that State.

The name of Fitzgerald did not appear in that census, but
there were 42 Revolutionary soldiers from Pennsylvania by
that name.

I notice in this article a facetions statement:

In Pennsylvania it is shown that there were 125 McCarthys, male
and female, so that if it be true that 110 McCarthys served in the
Revolutionary Army or Navy from Pennsylvania, as the muster rolls
plainly show, some of them must have been the ghosts of the Me-
Carthys who dled before the outbreak of the Revolutionary War.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr, President, in view of the fact that
we have an amendment pending repealing the national-origin
clause of the immigration act of 1924, I want to say that,
without intention on the part of the Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Reen], I am sure that his remarks may possibly by some
people be construed as indicating that the amendment repealing
the national-origin clause may be considered as an attack
upon the underlying principle of the immigration act of 1924.

I wish to state that the repeal of the national-origins clause
does nothing of the kind. The question involved in the repeal
of that clause has nothing to do with the increase or decrease
of the number of immigrants who may come here from other
countries. The question involved in the restriction of immigra-
tion is not involved in the question of the repeal of the national-
origins clause. The bill to repeal that clause has been intro-
duced simply for the purpose of preventing the basing of the
immigration law of 1924 upon a foundation that ecan not be
defended and which is nothing more than guesswork. The in-
formation gathered under the supervision of the experts has
been found to be inaccurate and impracticable as reported by
the three members of the President’s Cabinet who had that
work in hand. So I want the Recorp to show that the effort
to repeal the national-origins clause of the immigration act
of 1924 is not in any way intended to alter the policy of the
Government of the United States established at that time on
the question of immigration. That is an entirely different mat-

ter and should not be confused with the question of whether or
not the Congress of the United States shall repeal the national-
origins clause of that act.

My bill to repeal the national-origins clause, instead of being
an attack on our immigration poliey, is rather a move to pre-
vent that poliey from becoming ridiculous, as it will be if the
national-origins clause is made its foundation.

BELATIONS WITH MEXICO

Mr. HEFLIN obtained the floor.

Mr. HALE. Mr, President, will the Senator from Alabama
yield to me for a minute?

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. HALE. I am going to ask the Senate to stay here to-
night until the naval appropriation bill shall have been dis-
posed of. There are two or three individual amendments yet
to be acted upon, but there are no further committee amend-
ments. T think it will take a very short time to dispose of
the bill if we can get back to its subject matter, but so long as
Senators discuss outside subjects it delays the consideration of
the bill by just that much.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from
Maine that I have some letters here supporfing my position
and that of other Senators and Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives who oppose war with Mexico which I wish to
print in the Recorp. If I may have them printed in the REcorp,
I shall do so and not take up any of the Senate's time; but if
I can not obtain permission to have these letters printed in
the Recorp, I shall read them. I ask unanimous consent that
the letters may be printed in the Recorp,

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, may I not appeal to the
Senator from Alabama to yield to me that I may present a
proposed unanimous-consent agreement to vote upon the pend-
ing farm relief bill?

Mr. HEFLIN. Let my request first be put.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and it
is so ordered.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I was about to make an observa-
tion. May I say to the Senator from Alabama that many
other Senators have had letters, perhaps not so numerous as
those received by the Senator from Alabama. I have refrained
even upon most important questions asking to have such let-
ters printed in the Recorp. I do not want to object to the
Senator's request, however.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Utah knows I have been
severely attacked for the position I have taken, while other
Senators have not been, so far as I know. There was no
objection, was there, Mr. President, to my request to have
these letters printed in the REcorp?

The VICE PRESIDENT. There was no objection.

The following are the letters referred to:

TUSCUMBIA, ALA,, Jenuary 23, 1927,
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

DeAR SgxaToR: I am writing to commend your stand on the Mexican
situation and to approve of your speech made in the Senate the other
day, and to also send you a copy of a pamphlet received through the
mails by me this morning which bears out your statements made on the
floor of the Benate.

I have marked the pages which will show to the world and the
country and to you the real purpose of the EKnights of Columbus’s
million-dollar fund. I am also handing you herewith the envelope In
which the circular was mailed~showing that it was intended only for
me, as it is marked “ personal.” What I can't understand iz why the
pamphlet was sent to me, bot these folks have a peculiar way of
reaching out for the unsuspecting and endeavor to convince them hefore
they have time to study all the phases of the question,

With kind personal regards, I am

Yours sincerely,
WaALTER F. MILLER,

Aprxa Lire INsUraNcE Co,, oF HArTFORD, CONN,,
B Rochester, N, Y., January 2}, 1927
Hon. J. Taomas HEFLIN,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear Siz: Every day I read the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, and, of
eourse, have read with great interest your wonderful speeches re the
Mexican sitnation. I ean not at this time think of any service that
any man is rendering his country that ean compare with yours. Your
gpeeches are being discussed in the Protestant churches of this city, and
are awakening the people to a realization of what is taking place. I
am of the oplnifon that if war with Mexico Is averted it will be due
to your honest, courageous, and single-handed fight against {t. More
power to you, May God bless youn. For your comfort I suggest that
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you read 8t. Matthew, chapter 10, beginning at the sixteenth verse,
especially the twenty-second verse. I intend speaking before a group
of men at the Young Men's Christian Association Wednesday evening,
and shall quote extensively from your speeches.
Again thanking you for your patriotic services, I am,
Sincerely yours,
LEroY VAN DUSER,
87 Croydon Road.

OxLagOMA CiTY, OKLA,, Jenuwary 21, 1927,
Benator J. THoMas IEFLIN,
Benate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: I wish to thank you for your speech on the Mexican siiua-
tion, showing up the work of the Knights of Columbus in their efforts
to involve this couniry in war. As a native Alabamian, I am proud
of you. Your speech rings true to the best traditions of our statesman-
ship, from Washington and Jefferson to Calhoun, Clay, and Webster.
Stand your ground. The great body of the people are with you.

Yery truly yours,
F. D. JOxES.

WasHaiNaeTox, D. C., January 13, 197,
Senator HerLiy,
Wasghington, D, C.

HoxorapLe Bir: Congratulations. The most important message ever
brought to the Senate Chamber was the one you delivered yesterday.
You have dared to be a * Daniel” and the only one who dared. More
congratulations. Long live Senator HEFLIN is the prayer of

Mn. AND Mes. F, B. HARVEY.

AusTIiN, TEX., Jannary 21, 1927.
Senator THoMAS HEFLIN, -
Washington, D. O,

Drir Sexirtonr: Hundreds of thousands of red-blooded Texans ap-
plaud and back your stand against our Government's interference in
Mexico's internal affairs.

You struck the heart of the trouble in your recent speech, nmaming
the Knights of Columbus (acting for the Catholic church) as the
busybody fomenting strife between the United Btates and Mexico and
Nicaragua. The tons of lying propaganda that have been broadeasted
by these agents of the Roman Pope, both by pamphlet and radio, and
the suppression of reliable facts about conditions in the two Republics
by the Rome-controlled press are enough to cause serious reflection by
lovers of truth and righteousness. It is alarming that our public men
quail bhefore Rome's organized power and yield to its demands for
political preferment. With practically 90 per cent of the two Houses
of Congress Masons and Protestants, it is incredible and inexcusable
that our beloved country should be facing the greatest peril of her
history right now, though it is difficult to get our people to believe it.

Rome is the implacable and uncompromising foe of civil and religious
liberty, as every page of her bloody history attests. Ier strangle
hold upon matters at Washington has kept the educational bill pigeon-
holed for eight years, to the shame and disgrace of the people’'s rep-
resentatives. The whole of Protestant Ameriea, representing about
80 per cent of the population, demands this righteous legislation, but
without avail. May we not hope that you will use your influence to
bring it out of its hiding place to the floor of the Senate for action?

Now that you have indicted the militant arm of the only real enemy
of our Government and other governments, if that enemy be convicted
and then executed, world without end, you may conslder that you have
faithfully served your day and generation by the will of God and
receive the plaudit, * Well done, thou faithfuol servant, enter thou into
the joy of thy Lord."”

Very truly,
Wu. P. RYLANDER,
(A native son of Alabama),
209 East Thirteenth Street, Austin, Tea.

Jaxvary 29, 1927,
Hon. J. T. HEFLIN,
Washington, D, O.

My DEAR SEXATOR: It has been with intensive interest that I have
followed your speeches at this session, particularly in regard to the
Nicaraguan and Mexican questlons.

Your references to three Presidents having been murdered by the
same influence was exactly correct, and in view of the fact that your
life has been threatened, it behooves you to be prepared at an instant's
notice to defend yourself; however, I would be more sure where my
food is prepared and who had a hand in preparing it.

Now, sir, you are a 100 per cent American, and I know something
about what that means In this country. You have millions of real
Amerieans behind you, and T hope you will continue to speak the truth
when necessary. I am rather surprised, however, that you are alone in
this matter. Where are the rest of the southern American Senators and
those from the West, who have already proven themselves?
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I am making this letter confidential, as I am giving my name and
address, and hope you: will destroy it. Youn know how we are situated
up here.

With best regards and congratulating you and hoping you may find

time to drop me a line, I am
Very truly yours,

WasnHinGTON, D. C., January 27, 1937,
Hon, THOMAS HEFLIN,
United States Benale, Washington, D, C.

Drar SExator: I feel that T would be an ungrateful American citizen
if 1 did not express to you my deep and sincere appreciation for the
way you so nobly and in such an able manner placed the Mexican
situation before the American people.

I work in an office where the religious question is pretty evenly
matched between the Protestants and Catholics, and just prior to your
speech exposing the Catholic plot to get this country in war with
Mexico, the Catholics were boasting daily about how * Uncle Sam "
was going down and clean up Mexico,

Bince the day you gave such a masterful speech in the Senate on this
Catholic propaganda to get us in war with Mexico, I have heard very
little talk about Uncle Sam going over to clean up Mexico and even
the Catholic-controlied press have gince that time been advoeating
arbitration instead of armed intervention, I am sure there is a large
percentage of the Senators who are well informed on thiz Catholic
plot to get this country to war with Mexico and I am sure there must
be a goodiy percentage who share your belief and secrctly admire your
courage, but for fear of criticlsm from the Catholic-controlled press
they are too cowardly to openly take a stand with you, and this makes
it all the more noteworthy and Inspiring to see that you have practi-
cally fought and won a batile alone.

Pardon this lengthy letter. 1 wish to say in conclusion that I am
from your adjoining State. My original home is Thomasyille, Ga., and
I know the folks back home must be proud of you, my State as well
ag Alabama.

Yours very respectfully,

PoTLATCH, IDAHO, January 23, 1927,
Hon, J. THoMAs HEFLIN,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Drar SeNaror: I have just finished reading in the Recogp of the
15th instant your tilt with GiLieTr. Also I have read most of your
other speeches on the subjects of Nicaragua and Mexico.

You are right, and I hope you will ** stay with them.” Beyond all
question, it was the purpose of Coolidge and Kellogg to overawe and
bully Mexico If they could; if not, then war. But your speeches and
others—Borah's for one—together with the indignant reactlon of the
people in general, have caused theny to “ get down off thelr high horse."
I believe the almost unanimous condemnation of their policy has caused
them to abandon any such purpose for the present at least.

But those who wish to override the Central American States will be
heard from again. They have been at it for many yeargs and will come
agaln in due time.

Hence, the need of some—the more the better—who will stand guard,
like yoursell.

You will get plenty of abuse from the supporters of the administra-
tion, and I therefore think it is no more than right that you should
receive some commendation from the rest of us. That is why I write.

More power to yoin

Yours truly,
L. N. BancH.

Forr WorTH, TEX., January 19, 1927,
Benator HEFLIN,
Washington, D, C,

Duar Sm: I read in the Morning Record your brave and patriotie
stand against those who would, if they could, entangle us in the affairs
of other countries, I am glad that the spirit and eourage of Patrick
Henry is not dead; that it still lives and Is manifest in your own dear
self, and I hope is in others,

Stay with them. Hit them again as time and need demands.

Sincerely and admiringly yours,
N. O. MuURRAY.

CHICAGO, ILL., January 2}, w21,
Benator HEFLIN,
Washington, D. O.
HoxoRaBLE Sir: This ig just to express my appreciation of your
speech in Congress In reference to the Mexico and Nicaragua situation,
I am just an average American citizen. The average cltizen is so
prone to criticize and slow to show appreciation of work well executed.
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Undonbtedly there are thousands who recognize the concern of your
address, but you may never hear from them. You may never again hear
from me, but I hope you will keep up the fight for America first,

Respectfully,
: IVAR ANDERSON,
11350 Bouth Fairfield Avenue.
142 SEYMOUR STEEET,
Ryracuse, N. Y., January 19, 1927.
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
United Btates Senate Chamber, Washington, D. O.

Dear Sir: * Bully for you.” You told the truth and the truth some-
times hurts.

There are organizations and interests that flourish best in the dark,
and that wince under the light of truth, and you have demonstrated
the truth of the possibly ineiegnnt but appropriate saying that “A
stuck hog always squeals.”

1 am a Republican, but put country before party.

More power to you.

Respectfully,
FreEDERICE HOOKER.

MyusKOGER, OKLA., Jonuary 19, 1927.
United States Senmator J, THOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

My Dmar Sexator: I am proud to know one man had the nerve
to say what you had to say about the Mexican situation. You are
right—the people are with you. Most men are political eowards.

Respectfully your friend, :
B. L. HALSELL,
CoLLINs, Om10, January 20, 1927,
Benator J. T. HEFLIN,
Washington, D. 0. ~

My Drir SENAToR HEFLIN: I want to thank you for your courage
in calling the attention of the Semate and the people of the United
States to the real cause of the trouble in Mexico, namely: “ Religion
and oil.” Millions of people think exactly as you do.

Leave Mexico alone to solve her own religious affairs, for it is
none of our business!

Let Americans who go to Mexico to exploit abide by Mexico's laws!
God bless you for your stand!

Respectfully yours,
Rev, JoHN THOMPSON,
Pastor M. E. Church.

Kaixsas Ciry, Mo., Joenuary 18, 1927,
Senator J, THOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: As an American eitizen, vitally interested in the welfare
of our country, I wish to congratulate and thank you for the courage-
ons stand you have taken for the right.

Your attitude on the Mexican situation and the Roman propaganda
as given in the dally press this morning will be greatly appreciated
by thousands of men and women throughout the country,

I wish that we had a whole Senate like you.

Sincerely yours,
H. B, DIEHL.

-

LexiNGTON, Miss., Jonuary 19, 1927,
Senator THOMAS HREFLIN,
Washington, D, C.

DuAr Sir: Please permif me to express my sincere admiration for the
splendidly courageous stand you have taken in the present controyersy
over the Mexican situation.

I am indeed glad that “ the time has not come when a United States
SBenator can not raise his voice to keep his country out of war without
being accused of intolerance.”

In the opinion of a large percentage of people in this section you
have taken a stand for the right.

Yours very sincerely,
R. M. STEPHENSON.

FrANKLIN, IND,, January 26, 1927.
Hon, Senator HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: I have read with much interest extracts and comments in
various papers, refeyring to your recent speech in Congress on the
Mexican situation.

It would seem that every citizen, and especially everyone who hap-
pens to be looking after our interests in a representative way, should
be interested in the welfare of our neighboring nation, and especlally
he must be when the two nations are discussing common interests, It
would further seem that if anything should develop, likely to lead to
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interest should grow and every real American, regardless of rank or
regponsibility, should manifest an interest.

All this seems to be allowable, and even expected, provided the cause
of the trouble is not mentioned.

But when one dares to state what is or should be generally known as

the real cause of this trouble, he is at once dubbed as an advocate of

bigotry and intolerance, and held up as a proper object for rebuke and
villification.

Why shonld it be thought imprnper to refer to a thing so generally
known? If the Knights of Columbus have done a wise thing and sug-
gested a meritorious course of action, then by all means follow it up
and support it; but if mnot, then disregard their suggestions and
requests, but why nof discuss the wisdom of their actions?

1 am certainly glad to know that you have the moral courage to place
the whole matter in the limelight where the world ean see it,

Why should one hesitate, or why should he be expected to apologize
for his action in contending for the principles of our fathers who made
our Government what it is?

Respectfully, just a common Ameriean citizen,
James V. DEER.
DorHaAN, ALA., January 2§, 1987
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D. O.

DeAr SeNaToR HEFLIN: You need have no fear about the people
being behind you In your recent skirmish in the Senate about the situa-
tion with Mexico and the relation of the Knights of Columbus thereto,
1 am glad that there is one Senator with courage enough to speak
his convictions. 'The people do not want war even with a weaker
nation, and they certainly do not want war over such a small pretext
with Mexico, trying to regulate and govern its internal affairs, over
oil-land matters or church disputes.

If you have your speeches in the Benate in pamphlet form, please
send me one.

With regards to you, I am,

Yours truly,
H. E. MarTIN,
Judge of Probate, Houston County,

Corumsus, OHIO, January-2}, 1927,
Hon, J. THOMAS HEFLIN, i
Washington, D, C.

Dear Bexaror HeFnix: I have read carefully the daily CoNGrEs-
8I0NAL RECORD and have been greatly interested in the splendid way
yon have presented the case against the Knights of Columbus.

Your points have been well taken and your arguments have been
logically conclusive, There is no question about the correctness of your
position ; that Philadelphia resolution was and is nothing but a direct
threat as well as a demand that our Government must intervene and
gtop the Calles Government from enforcing their law or else they pro-
posed to do it with their 800,000 K. C. and the $1,000,000 they ordered
assessed of their membership to purchase arms and munitions,

There are thousands of good men and women in Ohio that join me
in extending our appreciation of and admiration for a Senator who is
not afraid to stand up and defend our Nation agalnst the dictatorial
and revolutionary tactics of the Roman Catholic hierarchy.

Again assuring you of our appreciation, I am,

Most cordially yours,
W. L. HiCKEY,
900 Sullivant Avenue, Columbus, Ohio.

8ax FEmNANDO, CALIF., Jonuary 2§, 1977,
Hon. Sepator HEFLIN,
United Btates Senate, Washington, D. O.

DeAr HoxomaBLE SENATOR: The Old Book says, * Words fitly spoken
are as apples of gold in pictures of silver." Buch were your worda
concerning the dispute with Mexico and the Knights of Columbus. And
the speed with whieh the administration came down from its arro-
gance and said it would arbitrate with Mexico—the only decent inter-
national method—shows you hit the wital spot.

Yours most respectfully,
L. D. RATLIFF.
PALMER, MaAss,, January 26, 1927.
Hon. J. TroMAS HEFLIN.

My Dear Sie: I am 76 years of age and do admire a man of your
ability and courage, who has a backbone and a will to tell the truth
and speak it where others are afraid to relieve their minds. Our
President gained his high position by using a backbone at a time well
known in onr State and all the United States.

You are a Democrat and a man. 1 have been and am a Republican,
80 called ; however, there is no Republican other than Presldent Coolidge
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1 would vote for rather than J. Tmomas HEFLIN at this present time,
as I consider that America would be safe with one like yourself at head
of our United States.
Yours very truly,
Davien F. HOLDEN,
110 State Avenue.

Loxa Bepacm, Cauir., January 19, 1927,

Benator HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear SENATOR: I can not resist the “ temptation' to write you
and commend youn on the stand taken on the floor in the Mexican con-
troversy, especially the red-blooded American spirit shown on the
Knights of Columbus affair. .

We need more like you, and I am indeed sorry I am not a citizen of
Alabama, whereby I could show my appreciation and vote for Yyou
when you are again a candidate.

I am a Missouri Democrat, having received two appointments as
postmaster of my home town, Callao, under President Wilson.

Never mind about the * war logs of the Potomae,” * stick to the ship
and let 'em rave.”

Very respectfully,
Grorce P. HICKS,
26} Temple Avenue.
WAGNER, 8. DAK., Jonuary 20, 1927.
Hon. THOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.
DeAr Sir: God bless you.

Faithfully yours, -

C. F. DUNHAM,

Tae BaPTisT BIBLE INSTITUTE,
New Ovrleans, La., Jonuary 19, 1927
Benator HerLIN,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O,

My Dean SENATOR: The morning papers bring to us the account of
the discussions in the Henate concerning the Mexican situation and the
remarks that you made with reference to the activities of the Roman
Catholics in that direction.

1 am sending you this word to thank you for the courage you have
shown in this discussion, and I only hope you will *stand pat’ and
push this matter until the K. C.’s understand that they can not with
impunity put on their propaganda to involve our Natlon in a war with
a friendly nation in order that the Roman Catholic Church may reap
gome benefit therefrom.

I lived in Mexieo for 14 years—know the country, its history, its
people, and I know that President Calles is right in trying to break the
gtrangle hold the * holy mother church™ has on that unhappy people.
He needs our heartiest sympathy at this time, and if we will give it
I believe he will bring about a condition down there that will preclude
any more revolutions for years to come,

It is strange to me that the Knights can meddle in politics all they
please and nothing is said about it, but when a Protestant dares open
his mouth the whole bunch deplores the lugging of religion into politics.

God bless you and make you a great blessing at this time when we
gadly need men of courage and conviction at the National Capital

Pardon me for intruding on your time.

Very truly,

e

Dexver, CoLo., January 19, 1927,
fion. J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
Henator from Alabama, Washington, D. C.
DAk Sin: I want to thank you with all my heart for the fight you
are making.
1 am a Bepublican, but I hope I may have the privilege of voting
for you for President next election.
Yon are about the only Senator with nerve enough to oppose the
Roman Catholic machine.
Yours truly,
GORDON A. SECHLER,
556 Osceola Street, Denver, Colo,

CARUTHERSVILLE, Mo., Joanuary 20, 1927,
Hon. J. THOoMAS HEFLIN, -
Washington, D. C.
DeAar Str: This is to congratulate you for your wonderful speech
in the Senate the other day. 1 wish there were more of them up there

that would have the grit to get up on the floor of the Senate and tell
it to the world, as yon have done. You hit the nall square on the head.

Ag an American citizen, a voter, a taxpayer, and a veteran of the
late World War who saw 10 months’ service in France, I wish to thank
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you for your great courage, and I feel quite sure that these sentiments
are the sentiments of theusands and thousands, yes millions, of other
Americans that see this thing like I do, even though you may not
receive a personal letter from each and every one of them,
With best regards and well wishes, I remain,
Respectfully and sincerely yours,
A. A. TILMAN.

~ e

WINCHESTER, VA., Jonuary 21, 1927,
The Hon. Senator HeFLIN,
Washington, D, C.

Dear Sin: Your talk in the Senate on ti» Mexican situation was
fire, and I want you to know that I indorse it, and that there are plenty
of others. Keep on in the good work.

Sincerely,
FranE M. ANDERSON,
315 Gray Avenue.

SouTH DEERFIELD, MASS., January 22, 1927,
J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Deir SExaToR: Inclosed you will find some clippings from the
Boston Post and the Springfield Republican, of Massachusetts, relating
to your speech in the Senate the 18th concerning the Knights of Colum-
bus resolution. I thought you might possibly like to know how the
newspapers of New England informed thelr readers of your stand on
the principles and ideals of Americanism. Comparing the news items
with the Rucomrp shows that all the news 18 not good news and some
distortion was apparently necessary,

Personally I want to congratulate you on your stand as a fearless
champion of the Americans in your State and of the Nation. If we
might have a few more of your stamp, a real American might be proud
of his birthright.

I sincerely hope you will continue to speak the truth where and when
you find it.

May I remain,

Gratefully yours,

FreEpERICE D. SuLnivaw, D. M. D.
AxroN, OHIO, Jonuary 22, 1927,
To Senator HEFLIN,
of Alabama:

You are certainly to be commended for your stand on questions of
so great importance to the people of the United States.

The worth of a representative of the people at Washington should
be measured by his standing by his conviction of what he believes is
right.

I am sure what T am saying meets with the approval of a lot more
of my assoclates, and that a man should be strongly supported who
takes what he is convinced is right and the truth and stands by it
regardliess of what someone else may say about him.

Yours for success,
C. C. McCULLOUGH,
1158 Second Avenue,

Winamixeron, N..C., January 22, 1927,
Hon. J. TuoMAs HEFLIN,
My Dear Sexator: I want to thank you for your fearless fight in
the Benate on the Mexican guestion.
I am,
Yours truly,
H. W. HUNTER,
Member of Oeorge Washington Couneil No. 67 of the
Junior Order United American Mechanics,

KeEwWANEE, ILL., January 18, 1927,
Senator HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR SENATOR: You have done a great service to our country in your
effort to bring before the people the real cause of the present difficuity
between the United States Government and the Mexican Republic.

Senator REED of Missourl is guite correct in his statement that there
will be no war between the two countries if a little more sunlight is
allowed to shine upon the real Issues involved and the American
people come to the realization that it is a religious issue between the
Roman Catholic Church and u}e Mexican people.

Your public reward will be eriticism and you will never be placed in
the Hall of Fame for your efforts, but you will live in the hearts and
minds of real Americans and they will bless you for the service
rendered.

Please accept the thanks and sincere wishes of,

Yours respectfully, L. T. OUTTEN.
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NeEw Yorgk, January 22, 1927,
Benator J. THoMAs HevrLIy,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.

Dear Sie: In support of your contention that the Catholics have
been attenrpting to embroil the United States with Mexico in order to
help their church in its difficulties with the Mexican Government, ‘may
1 point out a legal opinion written by William D. Guthrie, president
of the Association of the Bar of the City of New York, which was pub-
lished in the New York Times of Sunday, December 5, 1926. This
opinion fairly bristles with warlike sentiments, and considering subse-
quent comments in the same newspaper, it appears that Guthrie was
paid by some Catholic organization for his opinlon. It is openly
admitted that the opinion is to be used in attempting to stir the
United States Senate into some sort of action, to say nothing of the
deliberate spreading of propaganda hostile to the Mexican Government
and inimical to our own Government.

There are plenty of stringent laws to prevent just such outbursts as
Guthrie’s, and plenty of laws to punish such offenders.

Yours very truly,

BECKLEY, W. VA, January 22, 1927,
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.

Dear Sim: I want to congratulate you on your debate on our Mexi-
can policy. You are absolutely right, and the people owe you an ever-
lasting debt of gratitude for saving this country from an unnecessary,
uncalled for, and disgraceful war with Mexico. 1 would like to have
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that has your speech In it as the news-
papers here give JiM REED’S, Bruce’s, and others’ speeches in full and
only a few sentences from yours.

Give them straight goods, The people generally are with you.

Yours respectfully,
MiLToN CURTIS,
PORTLAND, OREG., January 2§, 1927,

Desr SENATOR: Congratulations on your stand on foreign policy. I

am a Republican, but still loyal to the United States of Amerieca.

Yours truly, s

Eaxsas City, Mo., January 27, 1927,
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D, O,

Dear SENATOR: After reading of the stand you have taken in the
Benate I want to say that I heartily indorse all you say and am glad
to know that we have & man in the Senate that is not afraid to spezk
his sentiments.

May you keep up the good work, and let them have no rest. May
God bless you. 1 am,
Yours truly, Z. C. BARNES,

126 North Lawn, Kansas City, Mo,
MOUNT PLEASANT, PA., January 28, 1927,
Hon. James T. HEFLIN,

United States Senate,

Dear SexaTOoR: Your exposure of the methods used by the EKnights
of Columbus in interfering in the troubles in Mexico meets my hearty
concurrence, for not only are they the cause of the trouble they are
bhaving in that country just mow, but these same Knights of Columbus
are largely responsible for the trouble that we bave had in the United
Btates for the past few years. We are glad to know that we have one
United States Senator who is not afraid to do his duty. KEeep up the
good work, More than seventy millions of loyal Americans are with
you in this matter,

Geo. W. FoLre.

BENNINGTON, VT., January £7, 1927,
Hon. J. TEOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D. O.

My Dear Sir: Thank God we still bave some fearless Americans in
the Senate that are not afraid to tell the truth. So delicate an exposé
as the doings of the Catholic Church in this country will bring con-
demnation from Pope lovers, but the loyal 100 per ecent Americans
are with you to a man.

Eecep up the good work, and may the Lord bless and protect you.

Respectfully,
Fravg R. FLEMING.

New YoRE, January 28, 1927,
Hon., Senator HEFLIN,
Washington, D. O.

My Drar Sik: I want to congratulate you on your noble stand for
Americanism in the Mexican question, and trust you will stand firm and
guard the interests of our great country. We need more men such as
you to guard the interest of our American people,
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Trusting you will keep up the fight and awaken some of the sleeping
Americans in Washington whom the people elect to represent them,
I beg to remain

Sincerely yours,
J. W. Yares.
WEBSTER GROVES, Mo,
8t. Louis County, January 26, 1927,
Benator J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D. O.

Dear SeExaTon HEFLIN: May I commend you for your recent speech
relative to the Mexican situation and your fearless and outspoken
attacks upon those who would aid eapitalists and religious bigots to
use our country and its prestige to further their interests in the unfor-
tunate Mexico, which they keep in a turmoil. I urge that you keep up
the good fight until good results come.

Respectfully,
War. 8. Comp.

CORINNA, ME., January 25, 1927,
Sepator HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

HONORABLE Stk : I am volcing the sentiments of numerous citizens in
this locality by heartily commending the attitude you have taken on
the Mexican situation. We fully appreciate the amount of moral courage
necessary in maintaining your stand. I would that we had more men
of your type In the Senate.

Respectfully yours,
L. M. AVERY AND OTHERS.
Los ANGELES, January 19, 1927,
Senator HEFLIN,
Washington, D. O. -

DrAR Sir: Just a few lines to tell yon how much I admire you for
the fearless stand you have taken in regard fo the Nicaraguan question.
I thank God for men like you, who are not afraid to state openly that
it is the Roman hierarchy and the Enights of Columbus who are re-
sponsible for the whole trouble. God grant that youn may be the means
of opening the eyes of thousands of our weak-kneed and * tolerant™
Protestants before it 18 entirely too late.

I pray that many others in the Senate and House of Representatives
may wake up and stand shoulder to shoulder with you in this fight.

Your truly,
Mra. ApDrE BRETAEE,
§031 Hubbard Avenue.

SpearrisH, 8. DAK., Januaery 23, 1927,
J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
- United States Senate, Washington, D, O.:

We, the undersigned organization, take this opportunity to con-
gratulate you on your fearless and patriotic stand taken in respect to
the Mexican situation. Your speech on the floor of the Benate in behalf
of the peace and welfare of America is an admirable expression of true
American principles.

VOTERS’ LEAGUR 07 SPEARFISH,

RavreigH, N. C.,, January 25, 1927,
Benator THoMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D, C.:

Have heard nothing but praise of your attack on the Knights of
Columbugs effort to embroil us with Mexico. Catholics are undoubtedly
doing everything possible to stir up trouble over the Mexican situation.
Don’t let them get away with It without being exposed. The people
are with you.

G. E. BoBBITT,

Br. Jomx, Eaxs., Januwary 19, 1927,
Hon. THOMAS HEFLIN,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.
Dear Sie: We want to congratulate you on the fearless stand you
have taken in the Unlted States Senate on the Mexican trouble.
We wish the United States Senate had more just such men,
Yours respectfully,
F. E. WeLCH,
WAKEFIELD, MASS., January 20, 1927,
Dear SENATOR HEFLIN : Your bold stand in the recent contest between
you and Mr. REep and others on what they termed the “ religions
issue ” meets my hearty concurrence. You represent the ideals of true
Amerieans. Criticized? Yes. And your answer is complete, * Because
of Catholic constituents -and presidential ambition.” I koow them.
My 47 years as & member of the Boston bar has proved to me the hand
of Rome ever against the little red schoolhouse and always in politica.
Most sincerely,

— =
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Gare Ciry Barrist CHURCH,
Rirminghaem, Ala., January 17, 1927,

Whereas the attention of the general public has been centered
on the Mexican situation for the past several months and whereas
we view with alarm the strained relations that are at present exist-
ing between the United States and Mexico, we do not belleve that
any goud cause exists for this unfriendly relationship and believe that
all good people should protest against this threatened war: Now
therefore be it

Resolved by the Gate Cily Baptist Church in regular conference as-
sembdled, That we go on record as opposing the entrance of this Nation
into a war with Mexico; be it further

Resolved, That we deeply appreciate the speech of our Congressman,
Grorce HuppLEsToN, which was recently made in Washington, and
that we take this opportunity to thank him and pledge our cooperation
and support, and urge him to continue to put forth every effort looking
toward restoring harmony between our Government and the Mexican
Government ; be it further :

Resolved, That we appreciate the attitude of our Senator ToM
HeruiN, and we thank you for his efforts in the United States Senate
to bring order out of chaos and again restore the former friendly
relations between our Government and the Mexican Government, and
we wrge that you continue to work to this end, Assuring you of our
moral support ; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be spread on the minutes
of the Gate City Baptist Church and that a copy each be forwarded
to Congressman Georce HupbpLEsTON, Senator Tom Herriy, and that
copy be furnished the press.

G. B. EuBaNES, Moderator.
W. T. GArr1GAN, Church Clerk.
Horgr, ARE., January 25, 1927.
Hon. J. TrOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

My Drar Sexaror HerLiy: You are the only Senator that I reecall
who ever stood upon the floor of the United States Senate Chamber
and dared deénounce the pretended clalm of the so-called primacy of the
so-called Pope of Rome, You did mot say so in these words, but you
did say that Christ did not single out and establish the Catholic Church
to the exclusion of all other churches, That Is sound sense that is
liberalism and toleration! Only those holding to the antiguated tenets
of the Romanish Church can ever become serlously menacing or dan-
gerously intolerant in the United States.

I had taken cognizance of the resolution adopted by the Enights of
Columbus in convention at Philadelphia in August, 1026, and other
Catholic propaganda for intervention by the United States Government
in Mexican affairs, and did not see how it was possible for such rotten
stuff to escape congressional airing,

Now that the attention of the thinking people of the Nation has
been called to the subtle and insidious schemes of the Romish dig-
nitaries and their satellitps, the Knights of Columbus, to embroil this
country in war with Mexico, we should not be overconfident but pro-
ceed more cantiously than ever in bringing about peaceful relatiomship
and reconciliation between this country and the Republic of Mexico,
for there are shrewd politicians in the Roman priesthood on both sides
of the Itio Grande who are conniving, cunning as a fox, to restore the
Catholiec Church to its former glory in Mexico, viz, the Catholic system
to the exclusion of all other forms of Christian worship.

The Romish claims of temporal power and apostolic succession are
absolutely subversive of trune Americanism, and intolerance and perse-
cution are sure to follow in any country where Roman Catholicism
predominates. 3

I commend your course in the Senate, and hope that you may remain
vigorous and strong in body and mind for many years to come.

Yours respectfully,
F. N. PorTER.
BrocTroN FiesT BarmisT CHURCH,
Blocten, Ala.

On account of apparent unfriendly relations now existing between
our Government and the Government of Mexieo, whereln war is belng
threatened ;

We, the members of Blocton First Baptist Church, do humbly peti-
tion our Honorable President Calvin Coolidge, and the Honorable
Members of our United States Congress and Sepate to use every
honorable means of friendship to bring about a friendly conditlon be-
tween our beloved Unlted States Government and the Government of
Mexico : Therefore be it

Rrsolved—

1. That we heartily commend the members of the TUnited States
Benate and Congress, who have earnestly opposed United States inter-
vention in the present Mexican troubles; -

2. That we are opposed to all wars, unless it be for the protection
of our own lives and liberties in our own country ;
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3. That we favor a friendly arbiteation of all differences arising
between onr own Government and our nelghbor Governments;

4. That a copy of these resolutions be sent to our Honorable Presl-
dent, and also to the following members of Congress and the Senate:
GrorGE HuppLESTON, J. THOMAS HErtiN, Oscag W. UNperwoon, W, 8.
OLIVER, and P. B. BowLIN.

A copy placed upon our church record, and a copy sent to the press
for publication.

Done by order of the church in regular sssembly,

This January the 23d, 1927,

C, B. MarTIN, Pastor,
C. M. Bisuopr. Church COlerk.

—

STROMSBURG, NEBR., January 19, 1927,
To the Hon. SExATOR HuErLiN, of Alabama.

Dpar Siz: Have just finished reading the account of your speech
in the Senate of Monday, and congratulate you on your fearless stand.
Not a question of a doubt but that you are absolutely correct on your
stand, and I assure you that thousands of people of the Middle West
are supporting you in this matter.

Yours very truly,
W. Fuep JoHNSON,

Hon. TmoMas HEFLIN,
Washington, D, C.

Dear Sik: May I ask you to accept my congratulations for the posl-
tion you have taken in regard to the activities of the Roman Catholic
Chureh in this country. Reports of your statements upon the floor
of the Senate have been read with interest and satisfaction.

Here, in Massachusetts, we live in the hotbed of Catholicism, and
are constantly reminded of the true intent of that organization and the
ever-growing need of fighting against it if we do not want to follow
in the path that other countries have followed to their sorrow.

Very truly yours,

ey

West END, BIRMINGHAM, ALA., January 26, 1987,
Senator J. T. HerrLIN,
Washington, D. O,

DeAr SENATOR HEFLIN: I have noticed with very much interest what
has been said by the various Senators and Congressmen up there
here of late on the Mexican situation, and 1, with a great many others
here in West End, were glad to read what the papers said of the
speech you made on this subject. I have heard quite a little comment
on it. I have thought for a long time that you were on the right
side, but now I am sure you are, and I am glad that we have got
men up there that have got the courage and I might say the back-
bone to speak their convictions. I firmly believe that you have a
higher place in the minds of the people by having spoken as you did.

With best regards, I am

Respectfully,
F. E. Hearx,

Kansas Ciry, Kans., January 26, 1927,
Benator HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

Desgr Sie: You will no doubt receive many letters from some of the
Catholic faith, scoring you on the speech you made on the fioor. This
you well know will be from orders of the priesthood. I want you to
know the 100 per cent Americans and the thinking class are for you,
Your State can well be proud of you. No doubt there are many in
the Scnate who have wishbones, but you have a backhone,

Stand by your convictions. We are for you even though we are on
the other side of the fence politically,

Yours truly,
Curris F. Smirs,
Thirteenth and Stewart Avenue.

EL Dorapo, Eaxs., January 26, 1927,
Hon. J. THOMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D, O.

DeAR Sir: T receive the CoNarESSIONAL RECORD daily and read every
word relative to the Mexico-Nicaragua situation.

1 am especially interested in the fight you are putting up on the
Senate floor, and I want to congratulate and enconrage you. Don't let
the Knights of Columbus bring a war upon us if it is in your power
to prevent it. Let not your courage weaken; there are thousands of
folk over our great Nation watching you, and praying that God
will give you strength to endure.

Just your type of n man is what we need for President of our United
States—I hope to see you there,

Respectfully,
J. D. Musicg, M. D,
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BroogLxN, N, Y., Januwary 27, 1927,
Hon, J. TaoMAs HerLIN,
Congress Hall, Washington, D, €',

Dean Sin: Keep up the fight. “Don’t give up the ship.”
you shall succeed and avert war.

~We can only avert war by electing men to the highest offices of the
land, who are there to represent the people as a whole, and not those
who work hard at tearing coupons from bonds. When such men will
fill every seat in Congress and the White House (especially), then there
will not be any wars.

Yours for eternal peace oh earth,

Perhaps

HARRY LOPATIN,
375 Blone Avene,
WADLEY, ALA., Janhuary 28, 1937,
Hon, Tom HEerLIN,
United States Benate, Washington, D, C.

Dear SeNaTOR: The Methodist Church at Pleasant Hill voted to
thank you for your stand in regard to the Mexlean trouble and ask
that you do all you can to keep us ount of war with Mexico, and tell
you we are with you.

Thanking you for your stand and trusting that yon may be able
to keep our country out of war,

Respectfully,
J. P. WasT,

Pastor Methodist Episcopal Church, South, Wadley Circuit,
2121 SaxsoMm BTREET,
Philadelphia, Tuesday, January 25, 1027,
Hon, J. THOMAS HEFLIN, :
Congress: Hall, Washington, D, O,

Deanr Bir: I take great pl re in ding you for the cour-
ageous stand you took, also the wonderful speech you made In the
Unfited Btates Benate Chamber, and 1 can truthfully say I wish we
here in Pennsylvania had a J. THoMAs HEFLIN down in Washington.
1 only heard parts of your speech read last night at a little gathering
#f faithful Protestants.

Very truly yours,

T. HAreY JiLLARD,
Notary Public,
Crxcixxati, OHI0, January 18, 1927
Hon. Benator THoMAs HEFLIN,
Washington, D. 0.

DEAR Sig: You are to be congratulated on your stand in the Mexican
erisis. I am inclosing several clippings, taken from the local press,
which show that the Knights of Columbus contradict themselves.

1 sincerely hope that our Sepators will some day wake up. * * *

Sincerely, f
ELMEr E. DIMMERMANN.

BIRMINGHAM, ALA., January I3, 1927,
Hon. J. THOoMAS HEFLIN,
Washington, D. C.

Drar SeNAToR: I congratulate you upon the stand you have taken
against a possible war with Mexico. I appreciate the speech that you
made relative to this matter, and I think you voiced the sentiment of
the majority of people in this State.

Respectfully yours,
G. C. Boxee.

DisusaA, CALIF., January 6, 1527,
Toy HEFLIN,
Alabama Benator, Washington, D. C.:

We, a group of men nuombering some 500, use thls means of express-
ing our appreclation of your stand on the Mexican situation; also the
million-dollar fund raised other than for education; also for your
grit to fight for the American against forelgn entanglement.

H. C. WILEENSON,
For Committee,
NortH MCEINNEY BAPTIST CHUECH,
McKinney, Tex., January 29, 1927.
Benator HEFLIN,
Washington, D. O.

Dear Sig: 1 bave been reading some of your statements concerning
the situation in Mexico. I thoroughly indorse all you have said. I
feel that you have taken the courageous stand, and that the majority
of the right-thinking people In Amerlea are behind you. I have just
read * The Mexican People and the Church,” by Arturo* M. Elias. I
think it is one of the finest things 1 have read on the Mexican sitoa-
tion. I feel that it ought to have a wide circulation.

If at any time I can be of any service to you in spreading the truth
about the situation in Mexico, just let me know. I am pastor of a
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church of over 600 membe In a town of over 12,000 people and am
praying that God will give you the courage to keep up the fight in
splte of all the threats of the Enights of Columbus,
Cordially yours,
C. X. Dossgx,

FARM RELIEF

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, of course, the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. McNary] will not expect his request to be sub-
mitted without a quornm of the Senate being present?

Mr. McNARY. No. I ask the Senator from Maine [Mr.
HaLg] to yield to me in order that I may present a request for
unanimous consent for consideration after the roll shall have
been called. -

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Oregon mean that he is
going to seek, after the roll eall, to displace the naval bill?

Mr. McNARY. Obh, no; I wish merely to propose a unani-
mous-consent agreement, which, if accepted, of course will, in
a measure, make definite the course of procedure within the
next few days.

Mr. HALE. But if it shall not be accepted, will the Senator
then withdraw his request?

Mr. McNARY. If any Senator objects to the unanimous-
consent agreement, that will end it

Mr. HALE. Then the Senator will allow us to go back to
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill?

Mr. McNARY. Certainly; I would not interfere in the
slightest way with the splendid efforts of the Senator in the
consideration of the naval bill

Mr. HALE. Very well.

Mr. DILL. Why not proceed to the consideration of the
naval bill and finish it?

Mr. McNARY. I desire first, before yielding the floor, to
propose my request for a unanimous-consent agreement, and I
ask that it may now be read by the clerk.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The clerk will reacl as requested.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Ordered, by unanimous consent, that on the calendar day of Batur-
day, February 5, 1927, at not later than 4 o'clock p. m., the Senate
will proceed to vote, without further debate, upon any amendment that
may be pending, any amendment that may be offered, and upon the bill
(8. 4808) to establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly
marketing and in the control and disposition of the surplus of agricul-
tural commodities, through the regular parliamentary stages to its
final disposition; that on the calendar day of Tuesday, February 8,
1027, at not later than 4 o'clock p. m., the Senate will proceed to
vote, without further debate, upon the motion made by the Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PeprrEr] that the Senate recede from certain
Senate amendments and concur in the House amendments to certain
other Senate amendments to the bill (H. R, 2), the so-called McFadden-
Pepper banking bill, and upon any motion or amendment that it may
be in order to propose fo the House amendments to the said Senate
amendments ; and that after the hour of 12 o'clock noon on each of the
said days no Senator shall speak more than once por longer tham 15
minutés upon the pending measures or any amendment offered thereto
or any motlon in relation thereto.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, 1 suggest the absence of a
guorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will eall the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Bayard George MeKellar Sackett
Bingham uerry MeLean Behall
Bratton Glass MeMaster Sheppard
Broussard Goff MeNa Shipstead
Bruce Gooding Mayfield Shortridge
Cameron Hale CANS Smith
Capper Harris Metealf Steck
Caraway Harrigon Moses Stewart
Copeland Heflin Norbeck Trammell
Couzens Howell Nye Tyson
Curtis Johnson Oddie alsh, Mont.
Deneen Jones, Wash Overman Warren
Dil ]K(endrlrk Phliner #ﬂﬁqﬂ.
Idge 2 eyes pps 5
Edwards Kinﬁ_ Reed, Mo.

Ferris La Follette Reed, Pa.

Frazier Lenroot Robinson, Ind.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-five Senators having answered
to their names, a quorum is present. The clerk will read the
request for unanimous consent presented by the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. McNary].

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Ordered, by unanimous consent, that on the calendar day of Saturday,
February 5, 1927, at not later than 4 o'clock p, m.; the SBenate will pro-
ceed to vote, without further debate, upon any amendment that may be
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pending, any amendment that may be offered, and upon the bill (8.
4808) to establish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly marketing
and in the control and disposition of the surplus of agricultural com-
modities through the regular parliamentary stages to its final disposi-
tion ;: that on the calendar day of Tuesday, February 8, 1927, at not
later ‘than 4 o'clock p. m., the Senate will proceed to vote, without fur-
ther debate, upon the motion made by the Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr, PerpER] that the Senate recede from certain Senate amendments
and concur in the House amendments to certain other Senate amend-
ments to the bill H. R, 2, the so-called McFadden-Pepper banking bill,
and upon any motion or amendment that it may be in order to propose
to the House amendments to the said Senate amendments, and that
after the hour of 12 o'clock noon on each of the sald days no Senator
ghall speak more than onee nor longer than 15 minutes upon the pend-
+ ing measures or any amendment offered thereto or any motion in
relation thereto.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I suggest that the date in con-
nection with the banking bill be changed to February 10,
instead of February 8.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield to
me, speaking for those who are earnestly desirous of pressing
the banking bill to a vote, our objective is the fixing of a rea-
sonable time with reference to the other business of the Senate,
and if the date is definite and the time reasonably remote so as
to give opportunity for dealing with the appropriation bills and
the farm-relief measure in the interval, we shall make no in-
sistence upon any particular day. In other words, if the date
suggested by the Senator from Nebraska better suits the judg-
ment of the Senate as a time when the banking bill should be
disposed of, we would not be disposed to insist on an earlier
date.

Mr. HOWELL. I suggest, then, that the unanimous-consent
agreement be modified by changing the date “ February 8" to
“ February 10."

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request for
unanimous consent will be modified according to the suggestion
of the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, on this side we can not
hear what the Senator from Nebraska says.

Mr. HOWELL. I suggest that the date for voting upon the
bill be changed from the 8th until the 10th of February. It
simply advances the date two days.

Mr, SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, before that modification
is made, I should like to ask if there is any objection to post-
poning the date for voting on the farm-relief bill from Saturday
until Monday?

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, I assume that that inguiry is
addressed to me.

I think the purpose sought to be accomplished is well car-
ried out if the date is made definite. I understand from the
Senator from Minnesota that he intends to be out of the city
on that date. Personally, I should like to have him here at
the time, on account of the very valuable assistance he can
render; and, as far as I am concerned, in proposing a unani-
mous-consent agreement, I should be willing to have the date
deferred until Monday rather than Saturday,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suggest that the
unanimous-consent agreement should make some provision as
to when these measures are to be taken up for consideration.
Otherwise, we may be placed in the position, through the
pressure from appropriation bills, of having these bills under
consideration only on the days mentioned, when debate would
be limited to 15 minutes on amendments.

I suggest to the Senator from Oregon, who proposed this
agreement, that there should be some provision with regard to
the time when the farm bill is to be taken up; and I suggest
to the Senator from Pennsylvania that there should be some
consideration given as to the time when the banking bill will
be taken up.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I ask if the dates have
been changed with reference to both bills?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question has not been put to
the Senate as yet.

Mr, MOSES. No; but the Senator from Oregon, who pro-
posed the unanimous t agreement——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon
modify his proposed agreement?

Mr. McNARY. Yes, Mr. President; in the two particulars
that have been mentioned, namely, for the vote on the farm bill
on Monday, and for the vote on the banking bill on the 10th,
which is Thursday.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator modifies his proposed
agreement in that way?

Mr., McNARY. Yes; I suggest those modifications.
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‘Mr. MOSES. I snggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that
the events of this afternoon have shown that it is not necessary
to have a bill before the Senate in order to discuss it.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I realize that fact; but, nevertheless,
both of these measures are very important, in my judgment;
and it seems to me that a time should be fixed when each of
them is to be taken up for discussion; in other words, that there
should be some provision for general debate upon both bills,

Mr, JOHNSON. Mr. President, I agree with what is said by
the Senator from Wisconsin. There ought to be for another
reason, too. While these are both very important measures, and
none of us would like to impede them in any degree, there are
other measures of very grave importance before the Senate
which should have some opportunity of presentation here and
some opportunity of being heard.

I have sat here, sir, with a measure upon the steering com-
mittee’s list, anxious to bring it before the Senate at such time
as should be convenient for the Senate and in accordance with
its rules; and I agree with the Senator from Wisconsin that a
specific time for the farm bill to be before the Senate should be
fixed, and a specific time for the MeFadden bill to be before
the Senate should be fixed. In the remaining period, then,
between now and the dates that are fixed for the final votes, if
there be any of that period which shall not be devoted to those
two bills, we may take up other important legislation and not
be met with parliamentary objections and with technical ob-
sta:;]les. So I trust that we may fix the particular times for
each.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, this morning, when the Senator
from Pennsylvania had the floor and coupled these two bills
together, and suggested that a unanimous-consent agreement be
entered into for their consideration, I replied that he should not
yoke them together. That has been done in the proposition
now before us.

I am willing to displace any bill now and proceed to the con-
sideration of the banking bill, even though the appropriation
bills have the right of way. The short session is primarily for
the purpose of taking care of the appropriations for the next
fiscal year. I am unwilling now to fix the time for voting on
any bill of importance, unless it be the banking bill, so long as
we have eight appropriation bills undisposed of.

It is obvious that if the McNary bill ig taken up it is bound
to interfere with appropriation bills. That bill is a very im-
portant one. I do not think that at this time, in advance of the
bill being before us with full opportunity to know its provisions,
we ought to be called upon to assent to the fixing of a time when
it may be voted upon.

Relunctantly, therefore, I feel constrained to object.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, may I not appeal to the justice
and good sense of the able Senator from Utah that he might
suggest some modification that would still retain the substance
of the proposal which I have made?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I shall be glad to confer with the
Senator later. We have the naval appropriation bill before us.
I would have no objection to taking up the bill for considera-
tion after other important bills that have been on the calendar
for months have been disposed of and after the appropriation
bills have been passed.

Mr. McNARY. The Senator will recall that there is only one
appropriation bill pending before the Senate that has reached
the calendar, and from the outlook it appears that we will
dispose of that measure to-day.

Mr. KING. I suggest to the Senator that he renew his mo-
tion to-morrow, and in the meantime I shall be very happy to
confer with him.

Mr. MeNARY. Very well. I would not discommode the Sena-
tor; but let me add one word only.

The time may appear short on account of the prominence
of the agricultural bill; but the last agricultural bill was
made the unfinished business in the first session of the present
Congress on June 1, and was argued and was ¥oted upon on
the 29th day of June. Thirty-seven formal speeches were made
by 37 Senators, and many aspects and provisions of the bill
were discussed by others. That was seven months ago; and I
feel sure that the able Senator from Utah has not forgotten
those arguments, and does not want to hear them renewed.
Consequently, it occurred to me that four days would be ample
to refresh the memory of the Senator from Utah and others
regarding the arguments that were heretofore made. There-
fore I think that we might well consider the bill and fully
congider the bill in four days; and if the Senator from Utah
would be sufficiently considerate of those of us who desire that
these measures be voted npon—all we are asking is an oppor-
tunity—I think he might enter into this agreement and make
certain the time to vote upon these measures, so that after
they are disposed of there will be nothing to prevent alacrity
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in the passage of the appropriation bills, the Boulder Canyon
bill, the railroad bill, the truth-in-fabries bill, and many other
worthy bills that are now upon the calendar.

I only suggest that to the Senator from Utah in the sense
that I know that he is anxious to dispose of the important
business on the calendar, and by following me in this matter he
ean do so.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, any appeal made by the able
Senator from Oregon of course has very great weight with me;
but I feel at this time upon a measure so important, one that
inaugurates, as I understand its terms, a policy so utterly at
variance with all of the economic and political views that have
prevailed in this country, it would be unwise now to determine
that only a few days shall be allotted to its discussion.

May I say to the Senator that I do not kunow that I shall
participate in the debate. 1 did not when a similar one was
before the Senate. I regarded it as uneconomic and uncon-
stitutional, and voted against it. The present bill may be
less objectionable, but there ought to be ample opportunity
given to Senators to discuss it.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I do not think I can
support this bill in its present form, but I hope it can be given
such a form that I can support it. One thing, however, 1 am
bheartily in favor of, and that is giving an opportunity for a
vote npon the bill after a reasonable discussion.

The farmers, many of them, believe that they can obtain
relief by this character of legislation. The question has been
discussed a long time; and, saving the variations which may
be made in this bill from the terms of former bills, the subject
is pretty well understood.

This session is drawing -to a close, I think before it comes
to a close, and in time to have proper action by the other House
of Congress, this measure ought to be considered and voted
upon.

I say this regardless of any views that I may be compelled
to express with reference to the terms of the bill when it
comes before the Senate,

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

5 Mr‘.i B?ICNARY. What is the present status of the proposal
made?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was objected to by the Senator
from Utah [Mr. Kixc] and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr,
HARRISON].

NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 15641) making appropriation for
the Navy Department and the naval service for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1928, and for other purposes.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have an amendment that I
would like to offer to the bill

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend-
ment,

The CHier CrLErx. On page 51, strike out all after the
word “expended ” in line 17, down to and including the figures
“ $5,600,000 " in line 22, in the following words:

Provided, That the limitation imposed in the Navy Department and
naval service appropriation act, fiscal year 1925, on construction and
machinery expenditures on account of one fleet submarine (mine-
laying type) is increased to $5,600,000.

Mr. MOSES. What is the effect of that?

Mr, HALE. The submarine V-j had originally a limit of
cost of $5,300,000. That limit of cost was increased by the bill
as it passed the House to $5,600,000. It has been found recently
that that is not sufficient to complete the submarine, and there
is a measure now pending before the House Naval Affairs Com-
mittee increasing the limit of cost to $6,300,000. At the sugges-
tion of Mr. FrexcH, of the Committee on Appropriations in the
House, we are asking that this be stricken out now, as it is in
conflict with the measure to which I have referred.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. DILL. I have an amendment to be inserted on page 23,
regarding the naval radio air station.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend-
ment,

The CHIEr CrLErRk. On page 23, line 1, affer the numerals
“ £19,050,000,” insert the following proviso:

Provided, That no part of sald appropriation shall be used to operate
any naval radio station for the purpose of broadeasting any address
on any public question or for broadcasting other than official and com-
mereial business, but this provision shall not prevent broadeasting
‘officlal weather reports and time signals,

The amendment was agreed to.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Another amendment is made neces-
sary by that change, which the clerk will state.

The Crmr Crerk., On page 23, after the word * Provided,”
g:;llowing the amendment just inserted, insert the word “ fur-

er.”

The amendment was agreed to. ;

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, there is another amendment to
be inserted on page 51, which I offered last Friday.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend-
ment,

The Cumr Crerx. On page 51, after the word “expended,”
in line 17, insert a proviso, as follows:

Provided, That no part of the moneys appropriated or made avall-
able by this act shall be expended for the construction or manufacture
of the hulls, main engines, or armament of two of three scout eruisers
for the building of which bids have been asked, but which have not yet
been contracted for, and for the construction of which funds are herein
appropriated, except for the construction or nfanufacture of such ves-
sels, their main engines, and armament in Government navy yards:
And provided further, That one of said cruisers shall be built in a
navy yard on the Pacific coast.

Mr, HALE. Mr, President, I make a point of order on the
ground that it is general legislation on an appropriation bill.

Mr. DILL. I want to be heard on that, Mr. President, when
the Senator finishes his objection.

Mr. HALE. The law authorizing the construction of these
cruisers provided as follows:

Vessels to be constfucted or reconditioned by this act shall be con-
structed or reconditioned in the Government navy yards of the United
States, when time and facilities permit, and when, in the judgment
of the Secretary of the Navy, such construction or reconditioning would
not involve an appreciable inerease to the cost to the Government.

That is the existing law, and that clearly changes the
existing law.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, the provision that some of these
eruisers shall not be constructed in private yards is not a new
provision in naval appropriation bills. There have been numer-
ous similar provisions inserted in such bills in the past. This
amendment provides that two of these three cruisers shall be
built in navy yards and one of them in a Pacific coast yard.

I want to call attention to the fact that there are many
precedents for such legislation as this on naval appropriation
bills. I have made some little investigation of the matter,
and I find that it is not unusumal to have such provision
included.

For instance, in the naval appropriation bill of 1908 I find
that it is provided that at least ome battleship provided
for should be built and constructed under the direction of the
Secretary of the Navy at one of the navy yards; that another
such battleship might also be constructed at one of the navy
yards, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, or by
contract as thereinafter provided.

In the act of 1911 I find that the law provides that the Hmit
of cost of the collier *“authorized and directed by the mnaval
appropriation act approved May 13, 1908, to be built in such
navy yard on the Pacific coast as the Secretary of the Navy
may direct,” at a million-dollar limit, and so forth. These
provisions have been in the bills in the past, and I see no justi-
fication for the Senator’s position, that because we place this
limitation on the way the money shall be expended, it is out
of order.

I find in the act of 1915 a provision regarding submarine
torpedo boats:

The Secretary of the Navy shall build any of the wvessels herein
authorized in such navy yards as he may designate, should it reasonably
appear, etc.

That is the provision to which the Senator refers.

The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to bulld any of the vessels
herein authorized in such navy yards as he may designate.

These provisions have been put in regularly in appropriation
bills. In 1916 the law provided:

The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to equip the navy yards
at Norfolk, Philadelphia, Boston, and Puget Sound for the construction
of capital ships.

So that when the Senator says I am proposing an amendment
which is in violation of the law I remind him that it has been
customary in naval bills to make similar provision with refer-
ence to the expenditure of the money.

Mr. HALE. I think if the Senator will Investigate he will
find there is' this distinetion. In the cases to which he has

referred there was no specific limitation put in the authogization,
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Mr. DILL. The only way I can get this provision in is by
limitation.

Mr. HALE. In this particular case there is a speeific limi-
tation put in the bill authorizing the construction of the
croisers.
beM r. DILL, Yes; and this amendment limits where they may

built.

Mr. HALE. I have never known another case where that
clanse was included in the authorization, but it is included as
to these particular cruisers.

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator does not think that a direc-
tion to have a ship built in a particular place is a limitation
does he?

Mr. DILL. I recognize that part of my amendment may be
slugajgcit to the point of order, but the other part I do not
think is.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that the point of
order is well taken,

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I desire to offer another amend-
ment which I think is in order.

The COmier Crerx. On page 51, line 17, after the word
“expended ", insert the following proviso:

Provided, That no part of the moneys appropriated or made avalil-
able by this act shall be expended for the construction or manufacture
of the hulls, main engines, or armament of two-thirds of the scout
crulsers, for the construction of which funds are herein appropriated
but which bave not yet been contracted for, in any private shipyard
or private industrial establishment; and no part of the moneys so
appropriated shall be used for the manufacture of the hulls, main
engines, or armament of one-half of the aforesald two-thirds of said
scout cruisers In any Government navy yard on the Atlantic coast,

Mr. DILL, I have worded this in such way that it is purely
a limitation. It is awkwardly worded, I confess, but I have
simply tried to limit the expenditure of the money in such
manner that two-thirds of the cruisers can mnot be built in
private yards and that one-half of the two-thirds ean not be
built on the Atlantic coast, which is another way, of course,
of saying that they may be built on the Pacific coast because
the navy yards are all on the Atlantic coast and Pacific coast.

My purpose in the amendment is, if possible, to require the
Navy Department to give to the navy yards, which have been
bunilt with Government money, the contracts to build these
cruisers. I have a suspicion that a great deal of the agitation
which has gone on for these extra cruisers is to be found in
the desire for these contracts on the part of private ship-
builders.

I call attention fo the faect the Government has invested
millions and millions of dollars in these navy yards. The
building docks are lying idle. Communities have been built up
by the people working in the navy yards. Schools have been
constructed. The property of those communities has been
bonded by the people who live there. The towns surrounding
the navy yards are towns in which these people live. When
these shipbuilding contracts are allotted, as they are, to the
private shipbuilding interests and the navy yard docks per-
mitted to remain idle, then we have a situation which results
in the Navy workers being discharged. They are thrown out of
work and must necessarily find work elsewhere, and the com-
munities which were bu‘lt up largely as the resmlt of the
Government having expended this money for the navy yards
must be dispersed. This is neither fair nor just.

I want to say further that it is in the interest of the plan for
national defense that the navy yards should be given sufficient
work in the way of construction of ships that they may have
a force of men who are trained to do the work. I know that
the Secretary of the Navy in the hearings stressed the fact that
private shipbuilding companies were going out of existence be-
cause they were not having contracts awarded to them. Those
who know the facts know that it is the purpose of the Navy
Department, despite the limitation provisions which have been
put in the bill, to award these contracts to private shipbuilders,
and the Government yards will be allowed to remain idle.

I do not offer this amendment and speak merely because I
happen to come from a State which has one of the best navy
yards in the United States and one of the best equipped navy
yards for building ships, but I speak in the interest of the
national defense for keeping sufficient work going on in the
navy yards so that if an emergency deces come we shall have
men in the yards who are experienced in shipBuilding and not
be compelled to bring together an entirely mew force.

I believe the amendment is in the interest of the defense of
the country and is fair and just to the people who have estab-
lished their homes and made these eommunities around the
navy yards. It seems to me there is no reason why in this
situation such an amendment should not be adopted, and the
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Government navy yards, some on the Alantie coast and some
on the Pacific coast, given the contracts.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think with the Senator that
some of these ships should be built in the navy yards and some
in private yards. The navy yards will have a chance to bid
on them. The law, however, provides that they shall be con-
structed or reconditioned in the Government navy yards when
time and facilifies permit and when in the opinion of the Sec-
retary of the Navy such construction and reconditioning will
not involve an appreciable increase in cost to the Government.
I think they must be constructed under that provision.

Mr. DILL. They can be, but the Secretary of the Navy under
that provision has the power and exercises the power to give
the contracts almost entirely to the private yards. I notice
that the Government yards are remaining idle a great deal. I
have had some investigation made as to the number of ships
that have been built in private yards since the war and the
number that have been built in Government yards. I want to
give just a few statistics on the subject.

I find that all 10 of the light cruisers were built in private
yards. I find that some 68 destroyers were built in private yards
while 9 destroyers were built in Government yards. On the
other page of the list which I hold in my hand I find 19 more,
among a total of 87, built in private yards, as against 8 others
built in navy yards. It is no answer to talk about the Secre-
tary of the Navy doing these things if he desires. The fact is
that he is allowing the buildings and docks at Government
yards to remain idle, and the demand for these new cruisers is
largely a demand which originates from the private shipbuilding
interests.

Mr. HALE. Two cruisers have already been started, one of
which is being built in a Government yard and one in a private
yard.

Mr. DILL. Yes; but the one which is being built in a Gov-
ernment yard is having its engine built in a private yard. The
Cramp people, of New York, are building engines, which is the
large part of the construetion, so that in reality we have about
one-half of one cruiser in a Government yard and the other
one and one-half in a private yard.

Mr, HALBE. I think the disposition of the department is to
divide these things up as much as possible, to keep the private
yards going and to keep the Government yards going as well
I think the Senator need not fear about that. I want to say
that while the amendment is in the form of a limitation it
clearly changes the law just as the other one did, and I make
the point of order against it.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I understand the Senator
from Washington to concede that the act authorizing the ap-
propriation vests discretion in the Secretary of the Navy to
determine whether it is advisable to construct these vessels in
a navy yard and that his amendment is designed to take that
discretion away from the Secretary of the Navy. That very
statement emphasizes the point of order raised by the Senator
from Maine that it does change existing law because it takes
away a discretion vested in the Secretary of the Navy under
the aet of anthorization.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained.

Mr. DILL. I can not understand the reasoning by which it
is said that an appropriation bill can not provide by law some-
thing that is different from existing law. I have read the naval
acts which take away discretion of the Secretary. They have
not allowed him to decide whether he will give the contract to
Government navy yards or not.

Mr. HALE. They do not change any existing law. That
language has been put in the appropriation bills each year for
the current appropriation.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. DILL. Certainly.

Mr. LENROOT. Of course, an appropriation bill may have a
provision that does change existing law, but if the point of order
were made against such a provision when offered it would
have to be sustained.

Mr. DILL. I think the point of order might have been
made against certain other amendments which were offered, but
it was felt that in the interest of the Navy and the appropria-
tion bill they ought to be permitted to go in. It seems to me
that the Senator at least might permit this amendment to go
to a vote.

Mr. HALE. T think the Senator may be assured that he will
receive fair treatment.

Mr. DILL. No; the Senator has no such assurance, In fact,
the assurance of the Senator is that the Government navy yards
are not going to get fair treatment, and that is why I have
offered the amendment, in order to be sure that they will get
fair treatment.
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- Mr. HALE. But the cruisers are not yet appropriated for,
and the Secretary could not have given any such assurance as
the Senator states.

Mr. DILL. No; and they are not to be contracted for until
after Congress adjourns on the 4th of March. The Navy
Department has fixed the opening of bids for the 10th of March,
when they know Congress will no longer be in session.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not raise
a point of order against the amendment offered by the Senator
from Washington.

Mr. GLASS. As I understand it, the point of order has
already been made and ruled on by the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair held the point of order
well taken.

Mr. KING. I suppose the Senator from Virginia wanted to
preclude me from making an observation.

Mr. GLASS. Oh, no; that was not my intention at all.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, npon a number of occasions when
naval appropriation bills were under consideration I have dis-
cussed the question involved in the motion of the Senator from
Washington [Mr. Dm]. The evidence before the Naval Affairs
Committee upon various occasions, when I was a member of
that committee, was quite convincing that as a general rule
naval craft could be built at less cost in private shipyards,
where there was legitimate competition. However, it seemed
to me that the competitive system was not always adhbered to,
and that private contractors offen dictated their own terms.
The costs of many of our battleships, cruisers, submarines, and
other war vessels have been enormons, and I have thought that
in too many instances the Government was robbed.

The Senator from Washington asks that consideration be
given to Government shipyards, and his position, if I under-
stand it, is that the cost of building the cruisers authorized
by this bill will be no greater in Government shipyards than in
private yards. He also makes the point that the Government
ig required to have naval bases and navy yards, and that if no
work is given to these yards the organizations therein found
will disintegrate and the plants fall into disrepair.

I believe, Mr. President, that if the Government-owned plants
ean build our warcraft at substantially the same cost that the
Government would be required to meet if private contractors
constructed the same, a portion of the contracts for ship con-
struction shounld be given to the Government yards.

Senators are familiar with the Mare Island Navy Yard in
California, upon which the Government has expended more
than $50,000,000 in its constructing and development. It is
equipped with modern machinery and the latest mechanieal
appliances. Ships of large tonnage have been constructed there,
and the records as to time and cost were of the very highest
standard. The climatic conditions are favorable for employ-
ment_during the entire year. There is no labor shortage, and
those employed in the plant are industrions, highly skilled, and
deeply interested in the work in which they are engaged. Most
of the men employed in the plant are married and have homes
and home ties. I have visited Vallejo, the city adjoining the
Mare Island Navy Yard, and met hundreds of the fine people
residing there. They are a fine type of American citizenship,
and it would be unfortunate and certainly not to the best inter-
est of our country if this navy yard were abandoned or suf-
fered to deteriorate and fall into deeay and the population of
the beautiful city of Vallejo compelled to seek employment in
other parts of our country.

At this yard the cruisers provided for in this bill can be
built, and I believe can be built sconer than if they are built
in the private navy yards which have the contracts for the five
cruisers now in course of construction. I make this statement
because the record showing construction with respect to the
three eruisers, npon which considerable work has been done,
is not very satisfactory, and indicates that it will be a long time
before the five cruisers are completed.

Mr, President, I have before me the testimony of Admiral
Beuret, of the Construction Corps of the United States Navy,
in which he deals with the Lewmington and Saratfoge, the con-
verted cruisers now being prepared to serve as airplane carriers.
The original cost of these ships was $16,500,000 each. Later rep-
resentations were made that the cost would be much greater,
and the limit was raiséd to $19,000,000 each. And on July 11,
1919, a definite limit of $23,000,000 was fixed as the cost of
each vessel. Subsequently the cost limit for each wvessel was
raised to $34,000,000, and we are asked now to have the limit
increased to $40,000,000 for each carrier.

These two vessels were contracted to be built in private yards
under a cost-plus system. The admiral in his testimony states:

The original contracts were on a cost plug 10 per cent basis, but ihnt
was changed in the latter part of 1920 to a cost plus a fixed fee of
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$2,000,000 each. When the conversion to alrplane carriers was au-
thorized we would like to have had the price set at a certain figure, but
the bullders were unwilling to do so.

Mr. President, it is evident that the Government was at the
mercy of these builders and that the pernicious system of cost
plus, against which our Republican friends inveighed so bit-
terly in the Wilson administration, exists under the present
administration. Perhaps if the Navy Department had refused
to yield to the demands of the contractors the Government
would have fared better.

Mr. HALE. Those were war contracts which were made,
and all war contracts practieally were cost-plus contracts, cost
plus 10 per cent. That was changed, as the Senator has read,
to a cost plus a $2,000,000 fee. Had that change not been made,
for a $40,000,000 ship the 10 per cent cost plus would have
been $4,000,000.

Mr. KING, That is true; but the original contract fixed the
cost at $16,500,000 for each of these vessels. The cost now is to
be $80,000,000 for the two. The style of the vessels has been
changed and new contracts, or substantially new contracts,
have been written, under which the vessels are now being
constructed.
sh?lr. HALE. It was very necessary to change the style of the

ps.

Mr. KING. I am not complaining because of the change
in the cruisers; it was necessary that we have aircraft carriers,
and it was a proper arrangement to convert these cruisers into
aircraft carriers. My complaint is that the Goyvernment’s
interests were not protected when the contracts were made for
the conversion or change of these ships into carriers. The
Navy officials should have insisted upon proper terms and, if
necessary, should have re-let the contracts for the completion of
the vessels, so that there would have been eompetition and
the Government protected as to cost and time of completion.

Mr. HALE. They could not get it.

Mr. KING. I can not think that the Government, if the
officials of the Navy Department had been sufficiently insist-
ent, would have failed in securing proper contracts, and con-
tracts calling for speedy completion of the cruisers.

Mr. President, I have sometimes felt that the Navy Depart-
ment has been too much concerned in behalf of privately
owned shipyards and has been in too close contact with the
Steel Trust, or big steel interests, of the United States. Sena-
tors will remember that quite a number of years ago Congress
was greatly stirred over the conduct of certain armor-plate
contractors who were supplying the Government with armor-
plate for our battleships. The facts were disclosed that armor-
plate was being sold to Russia by the same contractors for
several hundred dollars a ton less than the prices charged the
United States. The revelations brought to light roused the
publie, and a demand was made that the United States should
no longer be at the mercy of the corporations that manufacture
armor plate, but should build its own plant and manufacture
armor plate for American war vessels.

Again referring to the testimony of Admiral Beuret, the
record shows that members of the committee and the admiral
discussed the question of the overhead of private shipyards
which had contracts with the Government, and the admiral
stated that the private yards had—

Some difficulty in maintaining their forces, and it Is also difficult to
get the men to exert themselves, because the harder they work the
ghorter their jobs. ®* * * That is homan nature. We have been
discussing this matter with them. We have accused them of not giving
the wvessels enough attention, and we still think the vessels ought to
progress faster, but we have not been able to arrive at a solution.

Mr. Wooprurr, Is It not a fact that unde: conditions existing in
these yards the contracts for the Lexington and the Saratoga carry all
the overhead of the two yards?

Admiral BEURET, The greater part in the shipyard proper. They
have a little minor work golng on in these yards, but it does not
amount to much. The Navy Department exercises a control of charges
through the compensation board.

Mr. WoobrurF. The condition I have outlined very materially
increases the cost of construction?

Admiral Beurer, Yes; that is right.

Mr, President, undoubtedly the conditions referred to by the
admiral account in part, at least, for the enormous costs of the
two cruisers Leringion and Saratoge. It seems incredible that
the experts in the Navy Department and those having to do
with the letting of the contracts should make such blunders
in fixing the prices for these vessels. They furnished various
estimates and seemed to have been utterly unable to tell within
millions of dollars what the cost of each of these vessels would
be. It would seem that the Governmenf has been too much
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concerned in giving contraets to private contractors and has
been too indifferent to the course of these contractors in charg-
ing all their overhead expenses in the operation of their plants
to the cost-plus contracts which had been entered into between
them and the United States.

Mr. President, the enormous appropriations which are being
made for the Navy Department ought to challenge the atten-
tion of Congress and the country. This bill carries more
than $324,000,000 as a direct charge, and commits the Govern-
ment to further expenditures, the aggregate of which will be
tens of millions of dollars. We are admonished by the chair-
man of the committee [Mr. Harg] that within a short time
large appropriations must be made for the replacement of
battleships and other naval ecraft, and these requirements,
totaling tens of millions of dollars annually, for an indefinite
period will be in addition to the hundreds of millions of dollars
required for the maintenance of the Navy. It is apparent that
unless some international agreement is speedily reached which
will bring about a limitation—a genuine limitation—in arma-
ment and naval expenditures, the United States will soon have
to meet an annual budget of more than $500,000,000 for the
Navy alone.

Mr. President, an appropriation so stupendous, which will be
supplemented by an annual appropriation of between three
and five hundred million dollars a year for the Army, should
awaken the American people to a realization of the crushing
burden which they now have to meet and which will grow
heavier as the years go by, and arouse in their hearts a deter-
mination to adopt every honorable means to bring about the
adoption of a plan that will free this Nation and other nations
from the evils of militarism which are certain impediments to
international peace,

Mr. President, privately owned shipyards, steel interests, and
coniractors are for this bill and for all measures which eall for
large appropriations to build warcraft. The cities and States
in which steel and armor plate and shipyards are found give
earnest support to naval bills which eall for hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars for additional naval craft., It is useless to
attempt to amend this bill. Naval bills are much like rivers
and harbors bills. They find a united front in this body and
all opposition is in vain. -

The appeal of the President to postpone the letting of con-
tracts for three cruisers while he is attempting, in connection
with other nations, to bring about a limitation in naval eraft re-
mains unheeded. The Senator from Washington, if his amend-
ments were submitted to the Senate, wonld be defeated. This
bill, with its many unwise provisions, with its lack of con-
sideration for the taxpayer, with its perpetuation of existing
bureauncratic methods, costly and destructive of efficiency, will
soon pass the Senate., If I thought it would be of any avail, I
should move to recommit the bill with instructions to report
back a measure reducing the appropriation at least $75,000,000.
This reduction could be made without affecting the efliciency
of the Navy if only business principles, technical efficiency and
the application of economical methods were applied to all of
the activities of the Navy Department.

Mr. HALE. The navy yards have a perfect right to compete
under the law as it is now, and will have every opportunity, I
am sure, to do so. I must insist on my poeint of order.

'il‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order has been sus-
tained.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. President, may I ask that my amend-
ment be read?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from New Jersey will be stated.

The Cuier CreErg. On page 45, line 8, before the period, it is
proposed to insert a semicolon and the words:

New boathonse and training quarters for the crews, $250,000, on the
condition that the Navy Athletic Association furnishes satisfactory
assurances to the Becretary of the Navy that it will reimburse the
Government in one-half of this sum, such reimbursement to be made in
three equal annual installments,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing fo the
amendment.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator from New Jersey has
already spoken to me about the amendment. I realize the need
for a boathouse, and I am willing to let the amendment go to
conference and see what can be done with it there.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate
as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment.

Mr, KING. I offer an amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.
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Mr. KING. I have not the page before me, but the amend-
ment is in connection with the appropriation dealing with the
marines.
ljJI111'1.3HALE. The amendment shouid come in on page 48, after

e 13.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Cuarer CLerk. On page 46, after line 13, it is proposed to
insert the following:

Provided, That no part of this sum and no part of any amount ear-
ried in this bill shall be used to keep or maintain any marines in the
Republic of Haitl after December 81, 1927,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Utah.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I should like to hear an explana-
tion of the amendment. We are under treaty obligations with
Haiti by which we are obliged to keep marines there until 1936.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the amendment which I have just
offered is of the highest importance because it involves a
principle vital to this Republic. The American people have
constantly avowed that they were not imperialistic and were
unwilling to impose our form of government upon other peoples.
We have in Haiti a large force of marines, and the Haitian
people are ruled by the United States. Our war vessels are
at this moment in Haitian ports and our marines, with the
accoutrements of war, are upon Haitian soil. General Russell,
a military officer of the United States, is in supreme power in
Eialitl. and the bayonets and rifles of the marines execute his

The Haitian people are in a condition of political servitude.

Their Government has been taken from them, their consti-
tution has been destroyed, they have no national assembly, no
local self-government, no control over their own fiscal affairs,
and no controlling volce in their domestic concerns. Ninety-
nine per cent of the Haitian people bitterly resent the course
of this Republic and the subjugation of their country by the
armed forces of this powerful Nation.

My resolution calls for the withdrawal of American marines
from Haitian soil. It contemplates that we shall restore to
the Haitian people the government of their own country and
the control of their own destiny. I intended to have discussed
at some length the history of the conguest by the United States
of Haiti and the conditions in Haiti under American rule, but
the hour is late, many Senators have left the Chamber, and
we are all desirous of adjourning.

I know that any appeal which I may make for the adoption
of this amendment will be in vain. The Republican Party is
committed to an imperialistic policy in Haiti, and it intends to
keep the military forces of the United States in that unhappy
couniry for many years to come. I shall at an early date,
however, seek an opportunity to address the Senate upon con-
ditions in Haiti, and I shall appeal for the adoption of the reso-
Intion which I offered at the last session of Congress directing
the Committee on Foreign Relations fo investigate the conduet
of our Government in seizing and holding Haiti and the con-
ditions there existing.

I take the floor for a few moments only because of the state-
ment just made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] to the
effect that the United States is in Haitl because of treaty obli-
gations requiring it to maintain military forces in that country
until the year 1936.

Mr, President, I respectfully insist that the Senator is en-
tirely in error. The United States in 1915, without any justi-
fication, landed military forces upon Halitian soil. It sent war
vessels into HHaitian porfs. It carried on war' against the
Haitian people, and more than 2,500 of the inhabitants of that
invaded country were killed by American guns fired by our
marines. We took possession of their country. Our military
forces occupied every strategic point, and the subjugation of
the country was completed. From that time until the present
Haiti has been under the military rule of the United States.
Haiti is in the position of a conquered country and the Haitian
people regard themselves as the victims of an oppressive foreign
invader,

The Senator speaks of a treaty. After our military forces
were in possession of Haiti and the Haitlan Government had
been overthrown we set up a puppet government. We abro-
gated their constitution and forced upon them one which was
framed in the Navy Department of the United States. We re-
quired the officials, whom we placed in position, to sign a treaty
which attacked the sovereignty of I and subjected the

Haitian people to American rule. That treaty was to expire at
the end of 10 years, which would be 1925,

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, was there not a provision in the
treaty as to its renewal, and did not both parties renew it at
the expiration of 10 years?




1927

Mr. KING. There was no renewal. First let it be remem-
bered that by every standard of morality and justice there was
no treaty. Our forces were in possession of the country. We
had destroyed the legislative branch of the government and
taken possession of all governmental agencies of the country.
We set up a shadow government. It was not a Haitian Govern-
ment. A few Haitians were put into position, but they were
named by naval officers of the United States and they did the
will of those who named them. One of them we called a
President, and he was required to sign a treaty prepared by the
United States. The Haitian people were threatened by the
Secretary of the Navy of the United States that if the treaty
was not signed we would proceed to what was called the
“ pacification " of the island, which meant, as everybody knew, a
war with all of the horrors attending war, prosecuted by this
mighty Nation against a weak and feeble people.

Under these circumstances this shadow President signed the
treaty. Shortly thereafter a demand was made by the United
States that the treaty which, as I have said, expired by lim-
itation at the end of 10 years, should be extended for a fur-
ther period of 10 years. This demand was acceeded to by
the puppet officials named by the United States, but this so-
called treaty, which purported to extend the life of the former
treaty for 10 years, or until 1935, was never reported to the
Senate of the United States and was never ratified by it

I do not know why this oppressive act of our Government
was not brought to the attention of the Senate. Perhaps it
was feared that the Senate would not approve the so-called
treaty signed in 1915, If it is claimed that our marines are
oceupying Haiti under that treaty, them with its expiration
the right of occupation ceased. I insist, however, that we were
trespassers there in the beginning; but even if the trespass was
legalized by the so-called treaty which I have denounced as
having been forced upon the Haitians, it is no longer a living
instrument. It has no binding force, and our marines have no
right upon Haitian soil.

Mr. President, we were much concerned a few days ago
when it was learned that a limited number of marines were
landed in Nicaragua, and there was much agitation in the
United States for fear that troops might be sent to Mexico.
We seem to have forgotten that several thousand marines under
arms and under the protection of the guns of our fleet landed
upon Haitian soil in 1915 and from that day until the present
have been in control of that cou:try. There was no reason for
invading Haiti or attacking a friendly people. No American
rights were threatened, no American citizens were in danger
of any harm, none had been killed, and no property belonging
to American citizens or any foreign residents or citizens was
Jeopardized.

This bill carries millions of dollars to meet the expenses of
our Government in keeping military forces in Haiti for the
next fiscal year. We are taxing the American people in order
to maintain upon foreign soil a large military force against the
will of the people of that land. We are there against: their
will, and our conduct there has aroused, in Latin American
states, a feeling of resentment and growing apprehension as to
the future policy of this Republic in dealing with small coun-
tries and weak states in Central and South America.

The Haitian people resenfed the forcing upon them, at the
point of the bayonet, of a so-called constitution which per-
mitted American eapitalists to acquire lands in Haiti. In the
constitution under which Haiti operated at the time of our
-invasion aliens were prohibited from acquiring land. This
was a wise provision, because the area of arable land was
limited, and the people feared that if foreigners were allowed
to acquire lahded estates in Haiti there was danger of a system
of peonage which would be destructive of the liberty of the
people and prevent economic and industrial development.
American corporations under this new constitution have ac-
quired very valuable holdings, and thousands of Haitians, fear-
ing American rule and distrusting the future of their country
under American occupancy, have left their homes and gone to
Cuba and other islands in the Caribbean Sea.

Recently a commisgion of American citizens went to Haiti
for the purpose of investigating the pelitical, economie, and
industrial conditions there prevailing. After months of patient
and exhaustive inquiry, they have made a report, a copy of
which I have before me. If time permitted, I would read to
the Senate from this document. It is soon to be published in
book form, and I hope Senators will acquaint themselves with
the views of this commission., Among the members of the
commission were Prof. Paul H. Douglas and Miss Emily C.
Balch.

Mr. President, the United States should at once announce
its purpose to withdraw from Haiti by the 1st of January of
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next year. It should provide for the holding of elections for
delegates to a constitutional convention. Having superseded
by military force the old constitution of Haiti, opportunity
should be given the Haitian people to adopt a constitution
which they regard as adequate and suitable to their needs.
After the constitution has been prepared provision ghould be
made for its submission to the people, and upon its adoption
the Haitian people should be permitted to hold an election
to fill the various offices provided for in such eonstitution.
When this is done, and such officers have been elected and
have taken the oath of office required by the constitution and
have evideneed their readiness to enter upon the duties of
their respective offices, we should transfer to them the au-
thority which we now exercise and.leave the country to the
Haitian people and the control of their government in their
own hands, ;

If the United States pursues this course, it will be making
partial reparation for the wrongs which it has done. To do
less is to continue a policy violative of the spirit of our insti-
tutions, derogatory to the honor of our couniry, and injurious
and oppressive to 2,000,000 people who desire the friendship of
this powerful Nation. .

Mr. President, I hope that my amendment will be adopted.

Mr, HALBE. Mr. President, I have listened with interest to
the remarks of the able Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine]. I
understand that at some foture time he will take up this mat-
ter in the Senate. I want to say just a word about the treaty,
however,

Article XVI of the treaty provides:

The present treaty shall remain in full force and virtue for thae
term of 10 years, to be counted from the day of exchange of ratifica-
tions, and further for another term of 10 years if, for specific reasona
presented by elther of the high contracting parties, the purpose of this
treaty has not been fully accomplished.

Obviously, under the interpretation of the State Depart-
ment, we are under the treaty still with the Republic of Haiti.
Such being the case, I do not think that we should withdraw
the marines that the State Department thinks we should keep
there. Therefore I hope the Senator’s amendment will not be
adopted.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I desire to say just a word.

A few days ago the Senate, in the arbitration resclution with
regard to Mexico, by unanimous vote declared that—

By virtue of soverelgnty, the duty devolves upon this Government to
protect the lives and property of its nationals in foreizgn countries,
which duty is not to be neglected or disregarded.

If the amendment of the Senator from Utah should prevail,
it would be in direct conflict with this declaration of the Senate,
and hereafter we would say that that does not apply to pro-
tecting the lives of our nationals in Haiti.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Utah,

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I should like to offer an amend-
ment at this point. I send it to the desk and ask to have it
stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The CHier Crerx. It is proposed to amend, on page 8, line
19, by striking out the figures * $§175,000” and inserting in lien
thereof * $200,000."

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I will say to the chairman of
the committee that that is an increase in the present appro-
priation for laboratory and research work.

Mr, HALE. I have already talked to the Senator from Mary-
land about this amendment, and I will accept it and take it
to conference. However, there should be a further change
in the limitation on line 25, where “§75,000" should read
* $100,000.”

Mr. BRUCE. Yes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the two amend-
ments will be agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in. -

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

ADDRESS OF SENATOR BRUCE, OF MARYLAND

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed in
the Recorp a notable address recently delivered in the city of
Washington by the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Brucg].

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so
ordered.

The matter referred to is here printed, as follows:
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Mr. Bruce. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I am afrald
that I am but poorly entitled to the distinction of being asked to say
a few words on this interesting occasion. I have never been an
editor, or even an associate editor of an historical magazine; indeed,
I have never contributed a paper to such a magazine. Nor have I
ever written the history of any country, community, or people. In
faet, if my memory does not fall me, I have never written anything
relating to history in the general sense of that term. If I can be
called an historian, it is only because the history of a country is but
the blographles of its great men; a conclugion to which I by no
means assent. It so happens that I have been able to filch enough
time from the practice of the law and public' life to write two
blogri:phies. one a life of Benjamin Franklin, and the other a life
of John Randolph of Roanoke. Several years ago Chief Justice Taft
asked me how 1 came to seleet just those subjects for biographical
treatment. “ Because,” 1 replied, “ my thought was first to write
the life of the most normal man that ever lived—Franklin; and then
to write the life of the most abnormal man that ever lived—Ran-
dolph.” The Chief Justice laughed, and did me the honor to say
that my idea was not a bad one,

But one gqualification 1 do possess for giving expression to the
feelings and purposes of this occasion. From my boyhood, the study
of history, including that of biography, has been my favorite study.
In truth, history, even though it is devold of the illusion of fiction, is
to me fully as captivating as fiction. I find it difficult to understand
how apyone can be so absorbed in the present as to be wholly dead
to the charm which lurks in the laws, the institutions, the customs,
the usages, and the hablts of the past. Almost every intelligent per-
son derives delight from the novel aspects of nature, the strange types
of humanity, and the unfamiliar modes of life brought to his eye by
travel in foreign lands.

Very much the same sort of pleasure is imparted to the human mind
by the vivid contrasts between the present and: the past of even the
same people which reading brings home to it; and I hardly need add
that even to the individual history is full of instruction as well as
pleasure ; but espeeially to the administration of public affairs are its
lessons and warnings of the very highest degree of significance. Many
a blunder has been made in my time by the legislature that would not
have been made if it had only been a little more conversant with the
admonitions of past eras, It was partly for the want of such knowl-
edge that over and over again our public men have had to be taught
that such clvil blessings as ours can not be enjoyed except by giving
free scope to the principles of individual initiative and ambition, that
government is powerless to confer value upon a currency merely by its
fiat, and that Industrial undertakings usurped by government at the
expense of its own citizens and taxpayers invariably, or all but invari-
ably, result in ruinous deficits. Moreover, the past, the present, and
the future are but links in the same endless chaln of succession; and
Edmund Burke has truly and nobly declared that people will not look
forward to posterity who never look back to their ancestors.

Many pithy things have been said about history. ‘‘It is philosophy,
teaching by examples,” Bolingbroke asserts In his stately way; I'lunket
pooh-poohed it as an *old almanaec,” and Henry Ford once desisted
long enough from turning out Ford “ flivvers™ to stigmatize it as
“punk.” Napoleon said it was but fiction agreed upon, Dr. SBamuel
Johnson, in one of his dogmatic moments, set down the historian in
effect as only a poor creature. Johnson’s idea was that what he writes
is either false or true; if false it is not history, and If true it is only
what any other historian would write. Of course, such a fleering
estimate of the historian loses sight of the fact that complete fidelity
to the truth of history can not be attained by anything except the
human imagination in its higher forms and a selective instinct of the
rarest order., A mere chronicle is no more a history than a mere
photograph is a portrait.

Augustine Birrell claims that history is a pageant and not a phi-
losophy. In my judgment, it is both. Vividly narrated, it iz a pageant.
Sagaciously interpreted, It is a philosophy. There was-a time when It
was handled as it it were all pageant, The ordinary concerns of human
existence were supposed o be beneath its dignity, and its attention was
almost exclusively limited to the rise and fall of dynasties, to battles
on sea and land, to sieges, to treaties, to congresses and ecumenical
councils, to the scepter and crown, to knights and ladies, to tourneys
and fields of cloth of gold, to court intrigues, and to the enervating
or fatal blandishments of court favorites; but since the time of Vol-
taire, at any rate, history bhas had a more correct conception of its

office. It has learned duly to take into account the lives of the com-
mon mass of men as well as their rulers, and to present us with a
graphfe version of what the many as well as the few felt, thought, or

did in bygone times.

Writers of history no longer believe that they demean themselves
or their subject, when, in addition to narrating the events that make
up the pomp and circumstence of war, or the more startling triumphs
of statecraft, they tell us what provision our ancestors made for in-
dustry, commerce, and trade, for highways, for the punishment of
crime, for education, for the rellef of the indigent, for the promotion
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of human health, comfort,  convenience, knowledge, and enjoyment
in all their leading forms. They even condescend to tell us how our
ancestors dressed, ate, and drank, and to what pastimes, recreations,
and amusements they resorted for pleasure. And while history has
become the handmaid of common life, as well as of the great world,
so far as narration is concerned, it has also taken om a more pro-
foundly philosophical character. 8o true is this that we sometimes
now even hear such a phrase ag *“the science of history.” According
to this sclence, given the same environment, every soclety of human
beings wonld, in the end, come to the same thing.

If Germany, like England, had been a “ precious stone set In the silver
#ea,” to use Bhakespeare's lovely image, Westminster Hall wounld have
been a German edifice, and Magna Charta, the habeas corpus act, and -
the Bill of Rights would have been muniments of German and not of
English lberty; and if Engiand had been placed on the European
Continent and flanked on one side by semibarbarous Russia and on the
other by war-like and aggressive France, the English would have bred
tall grenadiers and built up a military system strong and unserupulous
enough to menace the peace of the world. Buch ideas, of course, can
very readily be over-worked.

In no history are the elements of pageantry and philozophy more
strikingly combined than in our own. It would be hard to imagine any-
thing more impressive or dramatic than the grand procession of events
which begins with the light on Watling Island that the straining vision
of Columbus descried through the night and which ends with the Army
of 4,000,000 men that the United States organized 435 years afterwards
for the purpose of redressing the lost balance of human freedom in the
0Old World. For many years of our national life it was the habit of
our people to think of our national history as lacking in the romantic
and picturesque features of European history. The idea was simply
another token of the servitude to European standards and bellefs which
prevailed in the earlier stages of our national history. From end to
end that history is crowded with dramatle episodes and Incidents and is
instinct with life and color. First, we have the daring exploits of the
early Spanish explorers—Ponce de Leon, Pineda, Narvaez, Cabeza de
Vaeca, Fray Marcos, Coronado, and De Soto—and the early French
explorers—Joliet, Pére Marquette, and La Salle.

Then we have the soul-stirring story of the bitter hardships en-
countered by the Roanoke, Jamestown, and Plymouth colonists. Then
follows the long and doubtful struggle between the French and thelr
dread ally, the Red Indian, on the one hand, and the English colonlists
on the other, for the possession of the American continent, which will
live forever in the graphic pages of Francis Parkman. Then follows,
it we lay aside for a moment the general history of the United States,
the winning of the West, which is nothing less than one of the great
epies in the life of the human race. In the expeditions of Lewls and
Clark and other heroic pathfinders over the face of the western wilder-
ness filled with wild beasts and ferocious savages and mantled by
death and danger as with a pall, there is enough material to Inspire the
genios of another Sir Walter SBcott.

Nor is the general history of the United States by any means lacking
In the pictorial characteristics which distinguish the history of other
lands. The genius of Hawthorne is a sufficient illustration of the readi-
ness with which the Puritan commonwealth of New England, with all
its salient contradictions, ean be made to subserve the highest purposes
of art., The IHorseshoe Robinson of John P. Kennedy, a story which
is neglected far more than it deserves, shows what onr Revolutionary
War holds out to the novelist. The sea tales of James Fenimore Cooper
furnish proofs enough that the maritime achievements of our people
in the War of 1812 need only the warmth of a brooding imagination
to be transmuted into delightful fiction. The stirring Uncle Tom’s Cabin
of Harriet Beecher Stowe, and the captivating stories of Thomas Nelson
Page indicate clearly enough what treasures a truly original mind e¢an
unearth in the varlegated conditions of the old southern social life,

Our Indian wars; the Mexican War; our Civil War, almost if not the
only war in human history that in its nltimate effects proved a victory
for both-the victor and the vanguished; the Spanish-Ameriean War,
which dislodged the last foothold of Spain in the Western Hemisphere ;
and the World War, which brought the 0ld World and the New World
almost as closely together as If they were but battling frigates, supply
the writer of fiction with every facility for the exercise of his creative
talents that war has ever supplied.

And in no history can the philosophy of history be so advantageonsly
studied as in ours. There are fewer mists of legend, fable, and decep-
tive tradition to be dissipated. There is no hoar of remote antiquity
to be brushed away. Pretty much everything is a matter of written
or printed record. Every event, every incident, every transaction, is
open to the eye, if only the eye has the proper measure of discern-
ment, Effects are found hard by their causes. The full flood of the

river is so close to Its feeble fountalns that almost its whole course
can be taken in at a single glance, The reactions of Institutions upon
human beings and of human beings upon institutions can be traced
with a facility almost unknown to the annals of any other country.
Nowhere are the beneflcent results of good government more patent;
nowhere can the morbld sequels of bad government be more profitably
studied. Nowhere does the past speak its word of persuasion o{:am—




1927

ing less dublously. Nor should we forget that if the United States
has made no other invaluable contribution to the welfare of the world,
ghe has made one in the labors and thoughts of those great men—
Washington, Adams, Hamilton, Jefferson, Madison, Marshall, Lincoln,
Cleveland, Roosevelt, and Wilson—to whom it was given to create or
maintain, with the aid of their less-distinguished fellow workers, a
commonwealth without monarch, noble, or pontiff, and based upon the
popular will alone, which has in less than a century and a half reached
a pifch of actual wealth and potential power unexampled in the history
of mankind. i

Soch is the history that this meeting is intended to promote. It
is certainly ome to gratify the patriotism of every true American.
To search out, assemble, edit, and publish all manuseript materials
relating to it whether in the form of books, documents, essays, jour-
nals, diaries, letters, or other writings to clear up all points of
controversy, affecting it, which have never been satisfactorily settled,
to free it of the perversions and blemishes which have been imposed
upon it by partisanship or incompetent treatment; to correct and per-
fect it as it deserves, and to make every American feel, so far as
possible, that it is the noble and admirable thing that it is; these
are indeed tasks which should be encouraged and assisted by every
means in our power, and they are tasks that mo agency, of which I
koow, is so likely successiully to forward as the American Historical
Associntion, an association conducted by trained historical students,
and pledged by the very nature of its organization and aims to the
stern spirit of historic truth without which history had better mnot
be written at all.

In conclusion, let me say that I trust that this occasion wiil bear
gooed fruit, that it will give an additional impulse to the movement
which is now on foot to obtain an endowment of not less than
$1,000,000 for the work of the American Historical Association, and
that hereafter, it will be accounted not the least of the influences by
which that result shall have been achieved. Every month or so,
some wealthy citizen of the United States dies, leaving a million or
more of dollars for the promotion of human well-being, in one form
or another. Burely, among the vast host of individuals, who people
the land, to which our forefathers gave so freely of their blood and
treasure, enough can bhe found to come forward, at this time, and
to assure the completion of the endowment fund which I have Just
mentioned. Then, and not until then, shall we be able to say to
the beaunteous muse of American history, in the words of Drummond’s
invocation, to bright Phoebus :

“ Hpread forth thy golden hair
In larger locks than thou wast wont before.”
EXECUTIVE BESSBION

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After three minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened,

RECESS

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until
to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 41 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Wednesday,
February 2, 1927, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS
Earecutive nominatlions received by the Senate February 1, 1927
UNDERSECRETARY OF THE TREABURY

OcpEN L. Mirrs, of New York, N, Y., to be Undersecretary of
the Treasury, in place of Garrard B. Winston, resigned.

CONFIRMATIONS
Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 1, 1927
i UNDERSECRETARY OF THE TREASURY
OapEXN L. Mrrrs to be Undersecretary of the Treasury.
PosTMASTERS
FLORIDA
William R. Wright, Coronado Beach,
Matye E. Mills, Cross City.
Royal W. Storrs, De Funiak Springs.
Archibald I. Nearing, Marianna,
NORTH CAROLINA
Wade H. Kinlaw, Lumberton. =
VERMONT
William H, Lang, Beecher Falls.
Lester H. Boyce, Ludlow.
Herbert L. Bailey, Putney.
Yernie 8. Thayer, Readsboro.
Ray H. Dearborn, South Fairlee.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuespay, February 1, 1927

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Heavenly Father, we pause in Thy holy presence; may each
one feel that he is remembered. We thank Thee for earthly
labor. May we perform it diligently, faithfully, and patiently.
Clothe us with cleanliness, and reveal unto us the secret truths
out of Thy Holy Word., Linger with us like a beloved friend
loath to leave. Revive in us our best energies, and rekindle
upon the hearthstones of our hearts a blessed passion for the
hidden things of God. O bless our restless spirits, and help
them to yearn for Thee. At evening time give us peace and
satisfaction. In our Redeemer's name. Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
FARM-RELIEF LEGISLATION

Mr. SNELL, from the Committee on Rules, reported House
Resolution 405 (Report No. 1907), providing for the considera-
tion of H. R. 15474, to establish a Federal farm board to aid in
the orderly marketing and in the control and disposition of the
surplus of agricultural commodities, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered printed.

AUTHORIZING BUBCOMMITTEE OF COMMITTEE ON DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA TO ISSUE SUBPOENAS, ETC.

Mr. MaAcGREGOR. Mr., Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present congideration of House Resolution 350, which I
send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 350

Resolved, That the subcommittee of the Committee on the District of
Columbia, now engaged, pursuant to a committee resolution, in an in-
vestigation of the government of the District of Columbia, be author-
ized to issue subpenas, to send for persons and papers, to administer
oaths, and to employ such clerical and other assistance as may be
necessary.

That the expenses of the snme, not to exceed $2,500, ghall be paid out
of the contingent fund of the House upon wvouchers approved by the
chairman of the House Committee on the District of Columbia,

With the following committee amendment:

Page 1, line 8, strike out the figures “ $2,500" and Insert in lieu
thereof the figures * $1,500.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution
which the Clerk has reported, Is there objection?

Mr. SNELL. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, do I
understand that this is presented as a privileged report or
simply as a unanimous-consent request?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent for its present consideration.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, a part of this resolution at least
should go to the Committee on Rules, which committee has
jurisdiction over the matter of granting additional authority
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. I would not
want this to be taken as a precedent on the part of the House
that the Committee on Rules intends to yield to this sort of a
proposition coming from the Committee on Accounts. With
that understanding, I have no objection to the resolution being
considered at this time.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, further reserving the right
to object, will the gentleman kindly tell us the necessity for
this resolution?

Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Vermont [Mr. Gisson], the chairman of the subcommittee
of the Commiftee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, if I may be indulged for a
moment to state what we are doing, I shall do so very briefly.
This subcommittee was authorized by the House Committee on
the Distriet of Columbia to make a survey of the government
of the District of Columbia. This work is progressing with a
view of finding out if conditions exist which need a remedy,
and attempting to apply a remedy through our recommenda-
tions. Take, for instance, the office of the recorder of deeds.
We find the recorder of deeds is 15 months behind in the record-
ing of real-estate transfers that are put into his office for
record. We have made recommendations, with the approval of
the recorder of deeds and the Committee on Appropriations, to
remedy that trouble, with recommendations which will result in
a saving of $30,000 a year to the District in perpetuity and



make the work current. Answering the gentleman's question
directly, the Goverument is about to acgquire some property
along Pennsylvania Avenue for building purposes. Our investi-
gation shows a peculiar condition of affairs existing in connee-
tion with the selection of juries in condemnation proceedings,
I hope that we will not use a dollar of this money, but we do
want the aunthorization go that we may subpeena witnesses and
have the money with which to pay the witnesses, in order that
we may find a way to break the system that threatens to get
millions of dollars out of the Government through this con-
demnation proceeding.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The gentleman and his committee feel
that they need compulsory process?

Mr. GIBSON. We feel that we may need compulsory process
in dealing with that situation.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The committee now has authority to
gwear wilnesses.

Mr. GIBSON. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. And it is only compulsory process and
expenditure that is involved.

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. :

Mr. CHINDBLOM, I shall not object.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I give notice at this time that
I shall be obliged to object to any resolution of this character
in the future. I shall not object to this.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to and the resolution as amended
was agreed to.

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa, from the Committee on Appro-
priations, reported the bill (H. R. 16803, Rept. No. 1909)
making appropriations for the legislative branch of the Gov-
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for
other purposes, which was read a first and second time, and
with the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union and ordered
printed.

DISTRIOT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. FUNEKE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
jtself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R.
16800) making appropriations for the government of the Dis-
trict of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or in
part against the revenue of such Distriet for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1928, and for other purposes,

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Illinois that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for
the further consideration of the District of Columbia appro-
priation bill.

The question was taken.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. Joaxsox], who soon will have
served 20 years in Congress, and is about to leave us, is to
make an address on a very interesting bill, in which the House
18 much interested, dealing with a subject about which he
knows more I think than perhaps any other Member. There-
fore, I object to the vote, and make the point of order that
there is no quorum present,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from EKentucky objects to
the vote and makes the point of order that there is no quorum
present. It is evident that there is no quorum present. The
Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will
bring in absent Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. The
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois that
the House resolve itself into the Commitiee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the
District of Columbia appropriation bill

The question was taken; and there were—jyeas 345, nays 0,
not voting 88, as follows:

[Roll No. 22]
YEAS—345

Abernethy Aswell Black, N. Y. Briggs
Ackerman Ayres Black, Tex. Drigham
Adkins Bacharach Bland Browne
Aldrich Bachmann Blanton Browning
Allen Bacon Bloom Brumm
Allgood Bankbead Boles Buchanan
Almon Barbour Bowles Bulwinkle
Andresen Beck Bowling Burdick
Andrew Beedy Bowman Burtness
Appleby Beers > A Burton

0l Begg Brand, Ga. Busby

)

Byrns
Campbell
Canfleld
Cannon

(‘arpenw t

: er
Carss
Carter, Calif,
Carter, Okla.
Chalmers
Chapman

Chindblom
Christopherson

Crisp
Crosser
Crowther
Crumpacker
Cullen
Dallinger
Darrow
Davis

Deal
Denison
Dickinson, Iowa
Dickinson, Mo.
Dickstein
Dominick
Dioughton
Douglass
Dowell
Drane
Driver

Dyer

Eaton
Edwards
Elliott

Ellis

Eslick
Esterly
Evans
Fairehild
Faust

Fenn
Fisher
Fitzgerald, W. T.
Fletcher
Fort

Foss
Fredericks
Free

Freeman
French
¥rothingham
Fulmer

Funk

Furlow
Gallivan
Gambrill
Garber
Gardner, Ind.
Garner, &‘el..
Garreit, Tenn,
Garrett, Tex.
Gibson

Anthony
Arents
Auf der Heide

‘Ballof
Barkley
Bell

Berger
Bixler
Boylan
Brand, Ohlo
Britten
Butler
Celler
Cleary
Connolly, Pa.
Cooper, Ohio
Cramton
Curry
Davenport
Davey
Dempsey
Doyle

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Gifford

Green, Fla.

,» Md.
Hill, Wash.
Hoch
Ho,
Holaday
Hooper
Houston

owsa
Huddleston
Hudson
Hudspeth

Hull, Tenn.
Hull, Willlam E.
Irwin
Jacobsteln
James

Jeflers

Jenkins
Johnson, Ind.
Johnson, Ky.
Johnson, Tex.
Johnson, Wash,
Jones

Kahn

Kearns

Keller

Kelly

Kemp

Kerr

Ketcham
Kilefner

Ki

esg
Kincheloe
Kirk
lénutson
opp
Kunz
Kurts
Kvale
LaGuardia
Lampert
Lanham

Lea, Calif.
Leatherwood
Leavit
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MeClintie Bimmons
MeDuffie Sinclair
MclFadden Binnott
McKeown Smith
McLaughlin, Nebr. 8nell
McLeo Somers, N. Y.
Mclteynolds Sosnowski
MeSwain Speaks
MceSweeney swmmin :
MacGregor Sproul, Kans.
Magee, N, Y. Stalker :
Major Steagnll
Muansfield Stevenson

pes Strong, Pa.
Martin, Mass Snummers, Wash,
Menges Sumners, Tex,
Merritt Swank
Michener Swing
Miller Taber
Milligan Taylor, Colo.
Mooney Taylor, Tenn.
Moore, Taylor, W. Va.
Moore, Ohio Temple
Moore, Va. Thatcher
Morehead Thomas
Morgan Thompson
Morin Thurston
Morrow Tillman
Nelson, Me. Tilson
Nelson, Mo. Timberlake
Newton, Minn. Treadway
Norton Tucker
O'Connell, N. ¥, Tydin
O'Connell, R. I. * Underhill
O'Connor, La. Underw
Oldfield Updike
Oliver, Ala. Upshaw A
Oliver, N. X, Vaile
Parker Vare
Parks Vestal
Peery Vincent, Mich.
Perking Vinson, Ga.
Periman Vinson, Ky,
Porter Voigt
Pou Wainwright
Pratt Walters
Purnell Warren

in Wason

on Watres
Rainey Watson
Ramseyer Weaver
Rankin Wefald
Ransley Welch, Calif,
Rathbone Welsh, Pa.
Rayburn Wheeler
Reece White, Kans,
Reed, Ark. Whitehead
Reid, 111. Whittington
Robinson, lowa  Williams, 111
Robsion, Ky, Williams, Tex.
Rogers Willlamson
Itouse Wilson, La
Rowbottom Wilson, Miss,
Rubey Winter
Rutherford Wolverton
Babath ood
Sanders, Tex. Woodrnff
Sandlin Woodrum
Schafer Wright
Schnelder Wurzbach
Scott Wyant
Sears, Fla. Yates
Sears, Nebr. Zihlman
Seger
Shallenberger
Bhreve

NOT VOTING—88

Pheletright
nglebr

Fish
Fitzgerald, Roy G.
Frear

Gasque

Golder
Goldshorough
Gorman
Graham
Hadley

Hare

Hull, Morton D.
Johnson, I11.
Johnson, 8, Dak.
Kendall
Kindred

King

Lee, Ga,

Letts

Lindsay

Little

eed, N. X.

hliynn R
cLaughlin, Mich,Romjue

MeMillan
il adden

ilartln, L. 5

T
Nelson, Wis.
Newton, Mo.
O'Connor, N. Y.
Patterson
Peavey
Phiilips
Prall
Quayle

So the motion was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

Until further notice:

. Madden with Mr. Bell,
. Anthony with Mr.
. White of Maine w

. McLaughlin of Mlichigan with Mr,
. Butler with Mr, Stedman.
. Mills with Mr. Quayle,
. Connolly of Pennsylvania with Mr, Montague.
. Newton of Missouri with Mr, Lindsay.
. Patterson with Hare,

Kindred,
ith Mr. McMillan,

Wingo.

Banders, N, Y.
Smithwick
Sproul, I1L
Stedman
Btephens
Stobbs
Strong, Kans.
Strother
Sullivan
SBwartz
Sweet
Bwoope
Taylor, N. J.
Tincher
Tinkham
Tolley

Weller
White, Me,
Wingo
Woodyard

T
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- Demﬁsw with Mr. Gasque,

. Stephens with Mr, Drewry.

. Graham with Mr. Cleary.

. Johnson of Illinois with Mr. Barkley.

. Bweet with Mr. Auf de Helde,

. Kendall with Mr. Romjue

. Johnson of South llukotn with Mr, Sullivan,

. King with Mr. Goldsborough,

. Strother with Mr. Smithwick,

Mr. Erou.'l of Illinois with Mr. Boylan.
illips with Mr. I}n\'ey

g Swoope with Mr. Kem

. Manlove with Mr. L('e “of Georgia.

. Bailey with Mr, Mead.

. Arentz with Mr. Little.

. Brand of Ohio with Mr, Celler.

Mr. Cooper of Ohio with Mr. Martin of Louisiana,
Mr. Golder with Mr, Doyle.

Mr. Michaelson with Mr O'Connor of New York.
Mr. Britten with Mr. &

Mr. Murphy with Mr eller

Mr. Cutrr with Mr.

Mr. Reed of pr York w:th Mr. Peavey.

Mr, Stobbs with Mr., Frear

Mr. Roy G. Fitsgerald with Mr. Nelson of Wisconsin.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
The doors were opened.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H. R. 16800, with Mr. CHiNpBLOM in
the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration
of the bill H, R. 16800, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 16800) making appropriations for the government of
the District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or in
part agninst the revenue of such Distrliet for the fiscal year ending
June 20, 1928, and for other purposes.

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose last evening the
gentleman from Illinois had 1 hour and 56 minutes of his time
remaining, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. GrIFFIN]
1 hour and 34 minutes.

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Jouxsox]. [Applause.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it is not my
purpose to address myself to the pending appropriation bill;
instead I wish to confine my remarks, as nearly so as possible,
to a discussion of what we know as the “ whisky bill" now
before the Ways and Means Comunittee of this body. The bill
was introduced by Mr. Greex of Iowa on December 22, 1926.
For that bill another, with many amendments, is the one that
is really being considered by the committee. That is marked
* Confidential, Commitiee Print No. 1 of the House of Repre-
sentatives (15601)."”

Before I reach the bill for discussion I find the temptation
to be irresistible to depart somewhat and make some comment
upon an article which I saw yesterday afternoon in the Wash-
ington Times. The conclusion of that article says:

Mr. Wayne B. Wheeler, counsel of the Anti-Saloon Leaguoe, is re-
ported as having said that the dispensing with the undercover men
will make it harder to enforce the law, and that the refusal would
show there are men in Congress who would wreck any kind of enforce-
ment slmply because of their prejodice to prohibition.

1 sincerely trust that the reflection upon this membership
attributed to him was not warranted by what he said and that
he has been misquoted. I have been here a score years. I
know that this is an honorable body of men; that they will
not violate their constitutional oaths; that they will not violate
the laws of the land in an attempt to defeat prohibition or any
other measure. Relative to this membership, may I read what
I said about four years ago regarding it:

Here have come noble characters; here have come the intellectual
geniunses of our Nation; here have come sweet-tempered souls; here
have come those to whom the distressed, whether individual or nation,
may not appeal in valn.

Membership here never was, is not, never will be, the goal of the
sordid ; here integrity reigns; here good purposes prevail; here laudible
ambition aspires; here patriotism is in absolute control.

For membership here fortune is scorned, envy is challenged, detrac-
tion endured, slander and libel braved, even viclence defled. Yet it has
become the fashion for little men to ridicule and abuse a body which
would neither be enlightened nor purified if made up entirely of them.
[Applanse.]

My observation of those who have come and gone during a score of
years, a stody of those who now are here, tells me that if during that
long time a man dishonest at heart has been elected to this body, he
bhas upon assuming its obligations left that heart outside and brought
within only his best judgment and a feeling of loyaity to his ecoun-
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try and gratitude to those who honored him and put their trust in

An official entrance here inspires one with the feeling that, no matter
what the temptations may be, he must not only be correct, but he must
20 conduct himself that even the envious and maliclous may not point
the finger of even unwarranted suspicion,

The newspaper article to which I have just referred recites
some statements alleged to have been made by General Andrews,
who is at the head of the Prohibition Enforcement Unit.

It says:

General Andrews apparently was angered at the reaction in Congress
to his plan for the continued use of undercover agents.

Then further it says also in quotation marks: .

Unless the whisky corporation bill is passed I shall call a conference
of Government officials to prepare for the issuance of permits for the
manufacture of medicinal whisky., This, of course, would be highly
expensive to supervise and open the way for the greater diversion ot
liquor.

The bootleggers, apparently, are the only people who appreciate \the
importance of the whisky bill.

There is no good medicinal whisky being manufactured abroad.

He threatened, so the Times said, to do two things after
March 4 if Congress fails to act: Issne permits to distilleries
all over the country to manufacture medicinal whisky.

Invoke old revenue laws to confiscate buildings in which
moonshine liquor is made.

So, if General Andrews be correctly quoted, he will kick pro-
hibition into smithereens unless Congress adopts his pet measure
to give all the profits from the liquor traffic to his preferred
half dozen men.

Further, it seems that General Andrews will be angered into
actually enforcing the laws now on the statute books unless
his chosen handful of former distillers be given a monopoly
in making the Nation wet again.

I can not pass without comment his statement that—

The bootleggers apparently are the only people who appreciate the
importance of the whisky bill

Why, may I ask, should the bootleggers not appreciate it?
Ultimately they will own General Andrews's corporation if
they fail to own it immediately after two years.

Then, may I ask, why General Andrews's bill provides for
the importation of whisky if, ag he says—

* * * no good medicinal whisky is being manufactured abroad.

In other words, unless these half dozen men are given the
exclusive right to manufacture all the whisky to be sold in the
United States he is going to open up hundreds of big distill-
eries throughout the length and breadth of this land.

It may be well for Members to understand the viewpoint
from which I criticize General Andrews's bill. Forty-eight
years ago, notwithstanding the faect that I live in the biggest,
straight whisky producing county in the United States, I cast
my first vote to close the saloons in my home town. [Ap-
plause.] From that day to this no prohibition measure has
come before me that I did not support. I voted for the eight-
eenth amendment; I voted for the Volstead Act; and I would
vote for them again if I had the opportunity. [Applause.]

So, gentlemen, I wish you to understand that I am not
talking against this bill from the standpoint of any interest
in whisky. This bill is properly named a whisky bill. If en-
acted into law, it is going to fill the United States with whisky
as it has not been since the war-time prohibition came.

First, in dissecting the bill itself, let me invite your atten-
tion to the fact that under this bill five kinds of lignor may
be bhandled by this favored corporation:.First, whisky in bond
upon which the tax has not been paid (p. 18, line 20) ; second,
whisky in warehouses upon which the tax has been paid (p.
18, line 20) ; third, whisky anywhere in the United States, no
matter in whose hands it may be, upon which the tax has been
paid (p. 21, line 12) ; fourth, imported whisky (p. 23, line 1) ;
and fifth, whisky, bootleg or moonshine whisky (p. 21, line 13).

I make some broad statements; but I am prepared, if chal-
lenged, to prove the truth and correciness of every statement
I have made by quotations from the bill itself. Just here I
would like to ask the stenographer, in having my remarks type-
written, that extra space be left between the lines in order that
in that extra space, when I come to revise my remarks, I may,
in parenthesis, cite the page and line to warrant any statement
I may make about the bill.

Reverting once more to this membership we hear, you
know, that they are dissipated; that they get drunk. No
doubt to-day you will find a convicted bootlegger, a white-
slave trader, a moonshiner, all in one person, standing at
yonder door, sending in for Members in order to be seen
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with them so that when he is arrested and convicted and
sentenced to jail for moonshining he may parade himself in
the newspapers by saying that he will get off ; that too many
Senators and Representatives have been buying whisky from
him, when in fact he may have sold only to employees. He
has been convicted of bootlegging from Texas to the District
of Columbia, He had the impudence not long ago to address
me. To his face I used an epithet that I can not use in this
presence. But I may say that, in my opinion, if this fellow's
pedigree were analyzed, at the very first cross, the top cross,
you would find a reckless, roving, dissolute canine, of the female

- persuasion. Yet why this miserable creature is not driven from
the Capitol I do not know. He is the man who is doing this
body more harm than anybody else. In the 20 years I have
been in this House I am able to count 27 Members who have
been in my residence down in Kentucky. I invited each one
of them to take a drink, but all of them declined, and all of
them were sincere, because none of them knew that I did not
hdve any liquor to give to them. [Applause.]

w, further, as to the bill. The first thing that we find in it
worthy of notice is the definition of * medicinal spirits,” spirits
to be used for medicine. The definition is: *“The term medici-
nal spirits means whisky, brandy, rum, gin, and other distilled
spirits, except alecohol.” f

That means that any distilled spirits, no matter by whom or
when or under what circumstances distilled, may be baled out
as medicine by this gigantic corporation. This corporation of
a chosen few is to be subsidized with the people’s money
to the extent of $35,000,000 (p. 12, lines 7 to 14).

This bill provides that the Treasurer of the United States
may purchase the gold notes of this corporation from money
in the Treasury that belongs to the people (p. 14, lines 13 to
19) without giving even a 5-cent piece as security to the United
States Government that they will ever repay the loan. But
they go further than that in making it perfectly clear that they
intend to escape liability if they can. They provide that the
stockholders shall not be liable for a penny of the debts of the
corporation. (See p. 11, lines 1, 2.) They go further than
that in two different places in the bill, and provide that in
case of a judgment against the corporation none of its prop-
erty shall be seized or sold or taken from them unless it is
something for which they, in their opinion, have no use. (See
p. 18, lines 1 to T.) :

The $35,000,000 that they are to get from the Treasury is to
be gotten upon what the bill terms “ gold notes,” It does not
say they are notes to be paid in gold; but it calls them * gold
notes,” and I am ready to believe—and I think I can show—
that they really and genuinely contemplate paying that debt
in gold bricks if they get the money out of the Treasury.

For the purposes of tuking over all kinds of whisky they
invoke the law of eminent domain. The bill gives this cor-
poration the right to acguire whisky by condemnation. (See
p. 27, lines 5 to 14.)

General Andrews said before the committee that it was not
the intention that the Secretary of the Treasury should buy
these gold motes; that that language was put in the bill to
induce the public to buy them by inspiring confidence. That
was the substance of what he said before the committee. Yes;
they contemplate selling to the public.

The following language in the bill shows that—

The issuance and sale by the corporation, and the sale by dealers or
other persons, of its stock or notes shall not be subject to regulation
by any State under laws relating exclusively to the prevention of fraud
or imposition in the issuance or eale of securities. (P. 34, linea
4 to 0.)

8o if a Secretary of-the Treasury were to tell the corpora-
tion to go into the States first in order to sell their unsecured,
wildeat paper before he would by it with public money the
“blue sky"” laws would be suspended, provided the Congress
has the right to annul State laws.

The bill proposes by that provision to perpetrate a fraud on
the people in the States, notwithstanding that the States try
to protect them. Of course, those who would go into the
States to sell this unsecured stock would cite the provision in
the bill indicating that the securities were good enough for
the Government to buy.

Why do they want to permit this corporation to import
whisky? If whisky is to be made—and I do not think it should
be—why not make it with American labor?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky has expired.

Mr, GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 15
additional minutes.

Mr. JOHNSON of EKentucky. If you are going to make
whisky, why not make it out of corn grown in the United
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States? [Applause.] There is the great northwestern Corn
Belt. When we made whisky in Kentucky we bought our corn
in the Northwest because it contained more starch than Ken-
tucky corn. By this bill they provide, or the effect of it is,
that distilleries may be started in Canada or elsewhere—whisky
made with Canadian labor—whisky made of Canadian corn,
and then brought into this country and sold.

Down at the Women’'s Christian Temperance Union the other
day the national president of that wonderfully great society
said it had been explained to her that under this bill there
would be but two distilleries in the United States, one to make
rye whisky and the other to make Bourbon. I had no oppor-
tunity to say so then, but I will say now that the bill does not
mention either rye or Bourbon. More camouflaged stuff has
been given to the press and through propaganda regarding this
bill in order to deceive the people than you can shake a stick at.

We hear much about the Coast Guard and its wonderful
and successful efforts in breaking up rum row, and beating
back the whisky exporters of other nations. Do you know
that by this bill this favored whisky corporation seeks the
right to export whisky from the United States to other coun-
tries (p. 32, line 11), and when they do that they do not pay
any tax on it, because under the Constitution there can be no
tax on an export.

In 1895 or 1896, along about there, when the distilleries in
Kentucky had their whisky all forced out of bond they ecould
not get the money with which to pay the tax; then they shipped
their whisky to Bremen free of tax, and there sold it to the
European nations. By this bill they seek to compete with
“rum row " out here off our own shore, with all these ships com-
ing in day and night bringing whisky. The good women of whom
I have just spoken raise up their voi.:s in prayer and ask
that importations from other lands to our shores be stopped;
that other nations stop undertaking to deluge our country with
their whisky. This bill seeks to give to this whisky corpora-
tion the right to make the people of other nations drunk, If
their sisters on yonder side of the seas could know of this
attempt would they not uplift their voices in fervent prayer
asking their sisters on this gide to stop that thing, that our
whisky might not go to them to debauch their girls and boys?

I wish I had time to fully discuss this bill. Next, let me
show you how much money they expect to make out of it.
They say there are 15,000,000 gallons of whisky in the United
States. Hither the Federal Treasury or the suckers out in
the States are to furnish the unsecured $35,000,000 with which
this business is to be started. With that money they are to
buy up whisky; and then, under the bill, nobody except this
concern may sell (p. 30, lines 22 to 24); then, they can sell
at their own price (p. 32, lines 1, 2), but this bill provides
that they shall immediately, when they commence to sell, create
a sinking fund; that they shall put $5 into that sinking fund
from every gallon of whisky they sell. That would be 85 for
every gallon, $1.25 for every quart and 6214 cents for every
pint. Whisky is now dispensed by the pint. They are to put
6234 cents out of every pint of whisky =old into the sinking
fund, It is stated inferentially that the sinking fund, would,
in two years, be sufficient to pay off the £35,000,000 gold notes;
although, to guard against contingencies, they are to be five-
year notes, Of course, it must be taken for granted that the
sinking fund is to be made up of profits.

If 85 for every gallon sold is to go into the sinking fund, then
a profit of $5 a gallon must be made, If a gallon profits to the
extent of $5, a quart will make a profit of a dollar and a quar-
ter, and a pint—the usual quantity sold—will make a profit of
6214 cents.

Then, if this corporation should charge no more than the
druggists now charge, which is $2.50 per pint—and that is $20
the gallon—and the corporation should buy at the price of $30
a case, 3 gallons to the case, the whisky wonld cost them $10
a gallon. Therefore the corporation would make $10 a gallon.

If, by making a profit of $10 a gallon, or 621 cents a pint,
and should they sell enough in two years to create a sinking
fund of $35,000,000 from profits, they must have left the profits
of another $35,000,000 from the difference of $10 a gallon, be-
tween the $10 a gallon paid for it and the $20 a gallon realized
from the /sale of each gallon. So the two profits, one for the
ginking fund and the other just mentioned, would amount to
$70,000,000.

But that profit would come from purchased whisky. A larger
profit still would be derived from whisky manufactured by the
corporation.

The Kentucky distillers used to say that 60-cent corn made
81-cent whisky. Suppose we admit, just for the sake of argu-
ment, that whisky manufactured by the corporation cost a
dollar a gallon, and that it be sold at present prices—$20 a
gallon—the profit would be $19 a gallon.
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So, when the profit from whisky maunfactured by tlhie cor-
poration be added to that purchased, the profits eagily would
run above $100,000,000,

Remember, please, that the corporation itself is to determine
the reasonableness of the selling price (p. 32, lines 1, 2).

As the corporation is to hnve the exclusive right to sell (p. 23,
lines 16 to 18), there will be no competition; and, consequently,
no forved reason to cut the price.

The corporation will not be so restricted in selling as now are
the druggists, Of this I shall speak presently. It is perfectly
safe to predict that this favored corporation will sell more than
the druggists are selling.

What are they going to charge for the bad whisky they are
going to bring from Canada and from other places? 1 mean
the bad whisky spoken of by General Andrews. The Lord only
knows.

To repeat: Nobody can sell but this eorporation. (See p. 30,
lines 23 to 25.) Nobody can manufacture but this corporation.
(See p. 23, lines 16, 17.)

Now, if nobody can sell but this corporation, what is to be
the resnlt? To-day every reputable druggist in the United
Stales who gets a permit may sell by the pint on prescription
in his drug store, a decent place. Under this bill, no matter
what individusl passes the whisky over the counter and re-
ceives the money, he is this whisky corporation. The whisky
corporation is selling, not the individual. As a matter of
course, they will want all the profit they ean get. Where will
they put these hundreds of thousands of selling places? Will
they put them in the reputable drug stores where they now are?
I imagine that in order to save rent, in order to hire cheap help,
they will put this whisky for sale in some other place. Where?
In the back room of somebody’s grocery store; in the back room
of somebody’s soft-drink stand. There is where it will be, and
then when the revenue officers come in they will find whisky
there, and only a part of it will belong to the whisky corpora-
tion, but this fellow will say that all of it belongs te the
whisky corporation, and there it ends. If it does not belong
to the whisky corporation, then it can be seized and * forfeited ™
(p. 21, line 13) to the corporation, to be sold by it as medicine,
no maiter how poisonons it may be.

I omitted to say in my opening remarks anything about the
viewpoint from which I speak. I told a little story the other
day in which I said that some years sngo there were two men
in my town named Doctor Forsythe; they were brothers. One
of them was a doctor of divinity, and he was always addressed
a8 doctor. The other was a physician, and he also was ad-
dressed as doctor. They both lived in the same house, and a
boy cume riding up to the residence one day and said, “I
want to see Doctor Forsythe,” The physician said, * Which
one of the Doctor Forsythes do you wish to see?’ Ie said,
“Well. 1T do not know. I did not know there was but
one,” und the physician said, “Tell me your business and
then no doubt I can tell you which one you want.” He sald,
“The people over at the Coxe Creek Church sent me to ask
Doctor Forsythe to come over there next Sunday and preach
for them.” The physician then said, *“Oh, you want to see
my brother. He is the Doctor Forsythe who preaches: I am
the Doctor Forsythe who practices.” [Laughter.]

As I have said before, I have always voted for prohibition.
I am now staring three score years and ten in the face and no
drop of intoxicating liquor ever has passed my lips. [Ap-
planse.]

Already I have had something to say about the “ Right of
eminent domain" provision in the bill, but I wish to say more
on that subject.

Under the law of “ Eminent domain ™ private property may be
takeu for publie use; provided, of course, it be pald for. :

The bill under discussion, by the right of eminent domain,
glves the corporation the right to take over by condemnation
proceedings the whisky of any other person in the United
States,

After it has been taken over by the corporation, that does not
merely confer upon the corporation the right or privilege to
sell it; but, instead, it imposes the *duty” to sell not only
condemned whisky but all whisky. (See p. 32, line 4.)

The language of the bill makes the corporation a public utility.

If, by the bill, the corporation is not only given the right to
sell, but compels it to sell, who can prevent it from selling?
Who can dictate where it may sell or where it may not sell?
Its “duty” is to sell anywhere in the United States.

By making a public utility of the corporation, and by impos-
ing upon it the “ duty ™ to sell, does not General Andrews lose
all jurizdiction over the corporation?

A railrond is o public utility. Bo is a street-car company.
Neither can refuse to sell a fare, no matter how often applied to.
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Under the amended bill with which I am dealing 660,000
ghares of preferred stock may be sold, the face value of which
is §100 a share. Also 660,000 shares of common stock may be
issmed. Whenever a share of preferred stock is sold a share of
the common stock goes with it gratis. (See p. 8, lines 3, 4.)

The profits of the business finally will retire or extinguish
both the gold notes and the preferred stock, thus leaving the
common stock, which cost its owners nothing, to own the cor-
poration.

Who is to get this common stock? The bill provides that
when the corporation buys whisky that it may pay for it 50
per cent in money and 50 per cent in preferred stock, a share
of common stock to accompany, as a gift, each share of pre-
ferred stock,

Thus it will be seen that the half dozen owners of large lots
of whisky will get the common stock without paying anything
for it. (See p. 10, lines 13 to 25.)

What will that eommon stock profit its half dozen owners?
The bill provides that it may draw a dividend of $10 a shure.
(See p. 11, lines 13 to 16.)

An annual profit of $6,600,000 to be divided among a half
dozen favored and hand-picked fellows is not to be sneezed af.

Remember, please, that the common stock cost them nothing,
(See p. 8, line 3, and p. 19, line 17.)

If, perchance, a small number of shares should get into
somebody’s hands, provision is made whereby the big owners
may squeeze him out. Page 8, lines 20 to 24, provide as
follows :

In case the corporatlon elects to retire less than the whole of the
outstanding preferred stock, the shares to he retired shall be selected
in such manner and by such method as the corporation may determine.

I wish now to say something about * undercover” men. I
do not care whether you call them undercover men or Secret
Service men or detectives. They ought to be continned. We
ought to have detectives, We ought to have them right now
and all the time, but great damage has been done the cause
of prohibition by the kind of undercover men we have had.
[Applanse.] They have injured prohibition more than any
other thing—more than all the other things put together.

Just a few yeurs ago the department here gent o man down
into Kentucky., When he “1it” he was in the midst of a num-
ber of gentlemen, and his first declaration was that the mother
of Christ was a whore and that Jesus Christ himself was a
damned bastard. If I remember correctly, those were his exaet
words. The civil service here took that up. They did not send
an underling down there, but one of the Civil Service Commis-
sioners himself went, took sworn testimony, and brought it all
back here in writing, Then the Civil Service Commission ree-
ommended that man's dismissal. Ie was dismissed, but before
the year was out he was reinstuted and was sent back to
Kentucky and put In charge of the enforcement of prohibition
in that State. Nearly every day you see a man numed Craven
come in as Assistant Secretary of the Senate. You will prob-
ably see him to-diay messaging bills from the Senate to this
body. He was the Civil Service Commissioner who went to
Kentucky and brought back the report of the blasphemous
language of that man.

I am not asking anybody to accept anything that I say about
this bill or about anybody without proof of it. I will sub-
stantiate every statement I have made and some that I am
going to make by quoting from this bill. -

This corporation may not only distribute poisonous whisky,
but it may distribute whisky as medicine from no telling how
many points in the United States. In New York how many
drug stores sell whisky on preseriptions? I do not know: but
hundreds and huudreds, no doubt, For every one of them there
will be a place in the back roum of somebody’s grocery, or
somebody’s soft-drink stand, where this eorporation. money mad,
may receive money for their stuffl. How many will they Lave
in Washington? When I came here and went on the District
of Columbia Committee there were 750 saloons in this town.
Every year of the eight years I was chalrman from 100 to 150
of those saloons went out of business, until finally none was
left ; but under thig bill, if these people are willing—and 1 say
they are so0 money mad that they are willing, having a mo-
nopoly of this business to buy and to sell—they will debauch this
Nation as it has not been debauched since war-time prohibition
came. .

When they buy whisky from anybody, by correspondence or
otherwise, under the provisions of this bill they are not to pay
for it until it is actunlly delivered to them. (Bee p. 20, lines
5, 6.) What does that mean? The upshot of the whole busi-
ness is that these people with the stock they are going to issue
will bay their own whisky from themselves and put it into
this business.
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Then ultimately, beyond a doubt, all of that stock will go into
the hands of bootleggers. ‘They will pay the price and get it
When they buy whisky that is to be delivered after they
pay for it the man with the whisky says to the local bootlegger,
“At a certanin day, at a certain hour, I am going over a certain
road from Buardstown to Louisville with several truck loads of
whisky. This corporation is only offering me so much money,
g0 many dollars a gallon, and you give me more than that and
be out on the road at Drakes Lane, or somewhere around there,
and yon need not have a loaded pistol, you ean have a dummy,
but present it te my drivers and they are going to give up the
whisky.,” Then the hi-jackers have it.

That is the diversion of the whisky. The corporation is
not golng to get it all, the owners are going to sell it to the
man that gives them the most mobey, and they do not care
whe it is.

To me, and I know that I am right about it, this is the most
gigantic effort to turn whisky over to the bootleggers of the
country that has ever been doue in the bootleggers’ palmiest |
days.

Mr. TYDINGR. Who is back of it?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. 1 do not know certainly who
s back of it. But I think I know. A good woman, a W. C.
T, U., said to we, “There are three or four outstanding propo-
gitions in the bill that we favor.” 1 sald, * Yes, my good woman,
you can give the whisky-trust lawyer at Loulsville, who wrote
it. the Ten Commandments, and tell him to incorporate them in
the bill, and he will incorporate every one of them, but between
the lines he will write a license to commit every crime in the
decnlogue.” [Laughter and applause.] That is what has been
done in this bill.

Just as sure as fate, the time will come when Henry Ford
and Rockefeller and Schulte of this corporation will have all |
the money in the United States. [Laughter.] It is flowing
into their coffers just like the waters of the Mississippl River |
flow into the Guilf of Mexico, This bill will hurt both Henry
Ford and Rockefeller, beeause there are a lot of people who
will buy whisky in preference to buying automobiles or gaso-
line. [Laughter].

Again, as to the membersbip of this House. They are effi-
clent and still are underpaid. Take the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. MappEx], who has Lis finger on the expenditure of every
5-cent piece of public money. What could he get if there was
another corporation in the United States as big as the United
States? What conld Jor Byrxs get a year for checking up and
spelng that Mr. Maopex is all right? [Lauglter.] Take the
chairman of the subcommittee which appropriates thirty and
odd million dollars for the Distriet of Columbli; if the city
wus employing him, what would they be willing to pay him to
go throngh all these items, thousands of them, and sce that
every dollar. is honestly spent? And yet some people kicked
when the salary was raised to $10,000. It ought to be more. |
[Apnlansze.]

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minunfes to the gen-
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Simsmoxs], a member of the Ap-
propriations Committee.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr, Chairman, the people of Washington
are entitled to know the faetg about their school system. The
superintendent of schools, Doctor Ballou, commenting upon the
fuilure of the Appropriations Committee to grant the system
74 additional teachers, states:

It should clearly be understood by the citizens of Washington that
this saving of $121,100, brought about as a result of eliminating pro-
vislon for any new teachers for the school year 1827-28, will mean o
reduction in the quality of imstruction and the elimination of special |
types of instructions, which the sehool system has heretofore been alle
to provide. If this bill becomes a law without making any provision |
for new teachers, it means materially Ineressing the size of classes In
elementary, junior and senior bigh schools; the impossibility of organ-
ixing small closses of atypleal children who nced speclal instructlon,
anil the assignment to regular classroom Instruction of all supple-
mentary teschiers now employed in our larger elementary schools, to
give children who need it the individual instructlon necessary for them
to koep up their respective classes. '

Lot us take that statement and check it with his own figures.
The request for 74 teachers is divided—25 for elementary
schools, 44 for junior high schools, and 5 for senior high schools.

He charges then, that a refusal to grunt these 25 elementary
teachers will materially increase the size of classes in elemen-
tary schools. He testified that the average increase anticipited
in 1027-28 will be 900 in elementary schools (p. 6353). There
are now 1,482 regular classroom teachers (table, p. 541). Thus |
thie average Increase per teacher is six-tenths of one pupil—and |
the same increase per room, for there are 1,414 elementary
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rooms. However, his estimate as to Inereases Is not borne ont
by his own figures, The fable on pageé 521 shows the average
inercase during the last five years to be T28—if 1025-26 is in-
cluded—and 591—If 1925-2¢ is excluded, although Doctor
Ballou testifies (p. 535) that the average lucrease during the
last five years wwas 801 and the last 10 years 1,021,

Tle table on page 520, submitted by bim, does not besar out
his testimony, and frankly I have been unable to find any fig-
ures that do. He asks for 25 extra elementary schoul-teachers.
Of those but 15 were regular class-room teachers. The other
10 are for mannal training and domestic art (p. 535). Add 900
to the total enrollment and 15 to the regular class-room teachers
and you will have 53,560 enrolled and 1,497 (eachers (see table,
p. 543), and the number of pupils per classroom teacher will
be 85.8 instead of 35.5, as at present, Or assame the whole
000 actunlly rvegister and actuunlly attend every day—which they
will not—the average daily attendance in elementary sclinols
will be 41,114 and an average per teacher of 27T.5 as against 27
per teacher this year.

He charges that it will be Impossible to organize " small
classes of atyplenl children who need special instruction.”
Now, on what basis is that statement made?

No inerease was asked in the teaching force for thut pur-
pose.. These 23 teachers were to be for regular classes, mau-
usal training, and domestic art. He now has 52 teacliers in this
class of work. No increase or decrease has been asked for or
made in that service.

He charges that this action means * the assignment to reg-
nlar classroom instruction of all supplementary teachers now

employed in our larger elementary schools. There are now

61 supplementary elementary teachers on the pay roll. A re-
fosal of 25 means, according to his statement, the removal of
these 61 from their present assigmnents. DBut Doetor Ballon
asked for no sapplementary teachers; no increase or tdecrcase
is made in that service.

He asked for 15 regular feachers to add to his prescnt list
of 1,482, and for 10 special teachers to add to his present st
of 220, When the five-year building program is completed
there will be 1,434 regular classrooms in the elementary schools,
We are now appropriating for 1,482 regular classroom feachers,
or there are 48 more regular classroom teachers now on the
pay roll than there will be regular classrooms when the five-
year building program is completed. The bill last year carried
920 additional elemoentary teachers. At the present time there
are 30 more feachers than classrooms (p. 567). The refusal to
appropriate for the 40 junior and semior high-school positions
ecan In no wise affect the regular elementary school clusses,
atypical schools, or speclal classes.

He asks 44 teachers for the junior high &chool. If he does
not get them, he must “materially increase™ the clusses,
Why should not the truth be told about that? Those teachers
have not been asked for ns a general addition to the teaching
force but for special loeations in specified buildings. Of those
44 teachers, 12 are for the Garnet-Patterson und 11 for Gordon
(Georgetown) Junior High Schools (p. 536). The plins for
the Garnet-Patterson School are but 80 per cent complete and
those for Gordon but 10 per cent complete. The plans not
done, the contraets not let, not one bit of actual work done on
the schools, no one knows when the buildings will be com-
pleted, and yet he demands teachers; and if we do not give
Iim the 23 teachers to put In his blue-print schoolbouses, he
will be compelled to “reduce the quality of Instruction™ in
the schools,

Of the remalning 21 teachers asked for in the junior high
schools, 4 are for the Hine School, T for the Franeis School,
4 for the Randall Sehool, and 7 for the Stuart (p. 536). Naw,
what are the facts about the Franels, Randall, and Stoart
Schools. They are just being completed and, of course, teach-
ers must be provided. But Congress has already provided for
thoge schools. There are now 2,620 teachers employed. We
have appropriated for 20636. Thirty-six teachers are now not
being nsed which Doctor Ballon festified wonld be used in or-
ganizing these three junior high schools (p. 667), and Congress
gave him those feachers for that pmrpose, I yon will turn to
page 693 of the hearings on this bill last year (1026G) you will
find that Doctor Ballou asked for, and received, 52 additlonnl
jumior high teachers, giving as his Jjustification flhercfor the
opening of the Stuart, Francis, Randall, and MacFarland
Schools and the need for teachers. He further explained that
seventh grade and eighth grade teaching positions would be con-
verted into junior high positions, We appropriated a year ago
for the three junior high school teaching force. We gave every
tesicher a year ago that was nsked for to fully man those three
sohools. These 17 teachers asked this year are to supplement
an already complete stafl in those three schivols,
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We now have on the junior high-school staff 273 teachers.
The average per classroom teacher is but 21.1, based on the
aetual number belonging and but 20 based on the average daily
attendance. The estimated increase for junior high school at-
tendance this year is 900. No tables were given to justify that
estimate, but for the purpose of this statement I accept it. Add
900 to the total average attendance as shown (p. 545) and you
will have a maximum enrollment of 6,412, Leaving the teach-
ers force at 273 and the average per classroom teacher based
on total enrollment will be 23.5. But adding the 900 to 5,259
(the average daily attendance in the junior high schools) and
you will have 6,159 or 22.6 pupils per classroom teapher. The
present high-school average is 22. These figures justify our be-
lief that the junior high schools are amply provided with
teachers.

But disregard the fact that last year we appropriated for
every teacher needed in the three new junior high schools and
that we are appropriating for them again this year. The table
shown on page 536, submitted by Doctor Ballou, shows that he
now has available and we are appropriating for 25 teachers
which have been allocated to the Garnet-Patterson and Gordon
schools. He can not use them at those schools, for, as I have
shown, those schools are but partly prepared blue prints. He
asks for 21 junior high teachers in addition to those asked for
the two schools not yet built. He can use 21 of the 25 teachers
alloeated to Garnet-Patterson and Gordon, for whom he has no
use, and have 4 left unallocated. We are then actually giving
the teacher-salary appropriation money for four junior high-
school teachers in excess of Doctor Ballou's request for junior
high schools which are or will be in operation. He asks for 48
teachers for schools the plans of which are not drawn.

Now, in the senior high schools he asks for five new teachers,
none of whom are to be used in new schoolhouses (p. 567).
Doctor Ballou testified (p. 536) that in the last five years the
average increase in senior high schools was 852 pupils. The
table on page 521 shows it to be 732, or 120 less than his figures.
He explains this by saying that he did not have 1925-26 avail-
able in May last, when the estimate was made up, but in the
last three years the average increase has been but 386 and last
year was but 201. So why figure an increase of 800 in the high
school, as he does (p. 536) ¥ But much of that will be absorbed
in the junior high schools (p. 536). Suppose the high school
increases twice what it did last year, or 400. You would then
have an actual enrollment of 11,393 and an average per teacher
of 228, as against 22 now. If we gave him those five teachers
the average number per classroom teacher would be reduced
from 22.8 to 22.6. Based on average daily attendance and with
the estimated 400 increase of pupils, the average per teacher
would be 21.6 without the increase and 21.4 with the increase.
Eighteen senior high-school teachers were given last year addi-
tional.

These tabulations are based on an estimated total increase of
2.200 in the schools, whereas the 1925-26 increase was but 1,606,
and an actual increase of December 4, 1926, over December 35,
1925, of 982 (p. H542).

This morning's paper carries a news item that the school en-
rollment as of January 31, 1927, is 70,325, and states that it is a
“new high record.,” Doctor Ballou testified (p. 541) that the
enrollment December 3, 1926, was 70,553, showing a loss of 228,
although Doctor Ballou testified (p. 552) that the enrollment
will increase. But to show how misleading figzures may be, on
page 520 is a table showing the whole enrollment of the schools
1925-26 to be 74,903, while the average daily attendance was
but 61,778 in 1925-26. On pages 544-545 are tables showing the
“whole” enrollment as of November 1, 1926, to be 70,735, the
“actual " enrollment 70,473, and the average daily attendance
to be 56,8901, This is a loss in average attendance of 4,888. It
also shows fewer pupils in average attendance in the entire
system November 1, 1926, than they claim to have enrolled in
the elementary schools alone. This morning’s statement shows
57,529 enrolled, against average attendance of 56,891.

These figures are submitted for the consideration of the Con-
gress, All of us are interested directly as Members, many are
interested as parents with children in the schools, many more as
taxpayers. The figures are the schools’ own figures and show
how absurd Doctor Ballou’s statement is, and also show that
the schools are amply provided with teachers.
tJM_.!'. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield

lere?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes.

Mr. KETCHAM. With reference to these teachers, are
those teachers in the elementary schools or in the high schools?

Mr. SIMMONS. 1 am referring now to the teachers in the
elementary schools.
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Mr., KETCHAM. It might readily be understood that that
might easily happen in connection with high schools by the
number who had determined to take up a particular subject.

Does not the geographical element enter into that to a great
extent? For instance, take the illustrations which the gentle-
man has just given. Of course, no reasonable man would ask
a teacher to care for 52 or 55 pupils in one room.

Mr. SIMMONS. There is no justification for it on the aver-
age if the District had been properly districted.

Mr. KETCHAM. The trouble is, as the gentleman will
readily understand, that you can not foresee developments in
any particular section, and possibly within a year's time a
suwdden grouping in one section taxes the school facilities there
and you ean not immediately meet that situation.

Mr. SIMMONS. I agree with the gentleman on that and
that is true. We have had a shifting here due largely to the color
gitnation, of certain schools which have had to be changed
from colored schools to white schools and from white schools
to colored schools.

Mr. KETCHAM. Eliminating those rather exceptional illus-
trations, what is the general situation?

Mr. SIMMONS. In the schools as a whole?

Mr. KETCHAM. Yes; as to the elementary schools,

Mr. SIMMONS. We now have 36 more teachers appro-
priated for in this bill than there are classrooms in which they
can teach. On the average of the total enrollment—and when
they give us the total enrollment they do not deduct anything
for the shifting of any large numbers—we are providing in
this bill one teacher for every 3514 pupils enrolled in the Dis-
trict schools, and on the basis of the average daily attendance
we are appropriating in this bill one teacher for every 27 pupils
in the District schools. That is, in all the regular classroom
schoolg that does not include those teachers who teach musie,
manual training, and the domestic arts, the itinerant teacher
who goes from school to school.

Mr. KETCHAM. They are taken out of the average?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. There are 229 more of those in the
grade schools, [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back three minutes,

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 20 minutes,

Mr. Chairman and fellow members of the committee, the
school question takes up 144 pages of the hearings on this bill.
We went back and forth, up and down, and in and out frying
to get facts.

Now, the unfortunate thing about the hearing was this—
and I am saying this in all kindness to my colleagues, with
whom I have maintained the very kindest and most cordial
relations, and what I am saying is absolutely impersonal—but
it is a fact that they were largely influenced in deciding the
teacher problem by figures, data, and opinions which they did
not derive wholly or directly from the school authorities,

The Board of Education asked for and were allowed by the
Budget 74 additional teachers, and they showed to my mind
conclusively that they were entitled to those teachers and that
they could use them advantageously.

What are the elements or factors entering into the determi-
nation of the question as to the number of teachers required?
First of all comes the enrollment. Now, on the matter of en-
rollment the committee got itself all tied up as to the distine-
tion between the whole enrollment, the actual enrollment, and
the average attendance. What is the significance of those
terms? The whole enrollment means the entire enrollment for
the year; the actual enroliment means the number of pupils on
the rolls of a class at a given time, while the average attend-
ance means the average attendance on every day in the week
added up and divided by five,

Now, let ns see what we have in the hearings about the
actual enrollment. On November 1, 1926, the actual enrollment
was 70,473. I have indicated on Chart I the page of the hear-
ings where the figures may be obtained :

CuArT I—Enrollment, actual enrollment, and average attendance
The actual enrollment of pupils on—

Nov. 1, 1926, was (p. 545)_ 70,473
Dec. 3, 1926, was (p. 541) 70, 553
Dec. 4, 1925, wagsup 54) 69, 671

Or an increase of

Now, the problem is: Which figure shall we take as the
factor in determining the number of teachers that are neces-
sary? I am sorry to say that my colleagues strove to obtain a
rule of thumb by using the total enrollment as a dividend and
dividing into it, as the divisor, the whole number of teachers.
1 claim that the proper dividend in determining the number of
teachers required is the actual enrollment; that is, the number
of pupils the school anthorities are obliged to accommodate in
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comfort—not the *“whole enrollment™
“average attendance.”

If you fix upon the average attendance then there will be
days in the week when there is a full attendance in the class-
rooms and then vou will have no space and no suitable aceom-
modations or comfort for either the teacher or the pupils.
Manifestly the only fair and the only just and proper dividend
to nge in determining this factor is the actual enrollment, the
number of pupils who are likely to be in school at the peak of
attendance.

The “average attendance" is a poor yardstick. If you were
to provide seats in the school, for instance, on that basis, there
would necessarily be times when some of the children would be
without accommodation.

Therefore I have used the “ actual enrollment” as the proper
dividend or basis for determining the average number of pupils
per teacher. There was, and still is, much confusion of thought
and of figures on that subject.

The committee had before it two very amiable ladies pur-
porting to represent the Parent-Teachers’ Association. They re-
ceived very courteous attention, as was their due. I yield noth-

and, least of all, the

ing to my colleagues in the matter of politeness; but I thought, |

and still think, my colleagues surpassed themselves in courtesy
by taking too much stock in the figures of outsiders, no matter
how interested they may be in the schools, from the standpoint
of parents, and in putting them up against the figures of the
constitnted school authorities of the Distriet.

Mrs. Bannerman the spokesman had a method of figuring out
the number of pupils per teacher in the District schools. There
are two gross fatal errors in her caleulation as I have indicated
on this chart. Mrs. Bannerman took as her dividend 61,778.5,
the “ average attendance,” instead of the “ actual enrollment " of
70,553 in the schools as of December, 1926. Then she divides
into that sum 2,640 as her divisor, representing the total number
of teachers in the system, showing she was ufterly oblivious of
the distinetion between class teachers and special or itinerant
teachers, such as music and domestic science teachers, who
travel about from class to class, to the number of 351, who must,
in all fairness, be deducted from the total of 2,629 teachers now
on the pay roll,

CHaArT II

[P. 541 of hearing]
The grand total of teachers In the system as of Nov. 1, 1826, was

(excluding 51 teaching principals) 2,629
This includes :
Librarians- s ARt
Spe;'ial teachers of sle, d tie sci drawing,
s 3,
Health teachers, ete. b2
Supplementary teachers
Coaching research, suhsﬂtute [ Ja e e N 61
A total of..__ 361
which can not be taken into account in determining
the proportion of teachers to the actunl enrollment.
Therefore, deduct 5 3561
The aetunl classroom teachers are 2,278

Let us now go back to the actual enrollment on December 5,
1926. We find it to be 70,653. Dividing that by 2,278 we derive
81 (nearly) as the average number of pupils in the classroom
of each regular teacher.

Mr, SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. I can not yield now ; pardon me.

I will put in the deadly parallel column form the two methods
of caleulation,

. Cmanr TIT
Mrs. Bannerman's method The correct method
234 30.97
2640)61778.5 2278) 705653.00
5280 6834

8978 22130

7920 20502

10585 16280

10560 15946

25

You will see that by Mrs. Bannerman’s method the number
of pupils per teacher is 234, while by the correct method
(dividing into the actual enrollment the actual number of class
teachers) we find that the average number of pupils for each
teacher in the public-school system of the District is 80.97; in
other words, nearly 31 pupils.

Thig is interesting in view of a statement that Mrs, Banner-
man made before the committee. She said in her statement
that if the average number of pupils per teacher in the District
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of Columbia, 25.1 at present, were 30.55, the general average
for cities of over 1,000,000 in 1924, 20,0404 more pupils could.
receive instruoction with no more teachers,

Yet when we analyze the figures we find that the average
of pupils per teacher in the District of Columbia exceeds the
general average throughout the entire United States in 65 cities,

OVERCROWDING IN DISTRICT BSCHOOLS

_ If there were any doubt about it, the overcrowding in the
Distriet schools should confirm the board of education figures
rather than the wild estimates of outsiders. 1 have summar-
ized the figures contained in the hearings in the following
chart:

Caart IV
Pupils | Number | Number
School r?)o]ags per of. | of claxs-
room | schools | rooms
WHITE SCHOOLS HAVING MORE THAN 40
PUPILS PER ROOM
Division 1:
19 30 A
17 42.2
17 2.7
45.3 s

Total
Division I11I:
Barnard

COLORED SCHOOLS HAVING MORE THAN £0
FUPILS FEE ROOM

Division X:

IEARHERER
L - 1T

418

hmh
Banneker-JOnes... .. ---...-..
l:gew Bell..
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To sum up, there are 22 white schools overcrowded and 27
colored schools overcrowded, making a total of 49 schools in
the District, embracing 701 classes, which need a subdivision of
classes and additional teachers.

Mr. FLETCHER. How much in excess of the proper num-
ber are they overcrowded?

Mr. GRIFFIN. They run up to 51, 52, and 53, The Logan
School—colored—runs up to 57.5.

Mr. TABER. Are all these classes overcrowded?

Mr. GRIFFIN, This is the average for these schools; in
other words, there are so many classes overcrowded in each
school that the average ranges from 40 and a fraction up to
57. You will find the precise details in the hearings from
pages 545 to 547.

In the eolored section we have in Division X, 10 schools con-
taining 110 classes overcrowded. In the XI division, 4 schools
containing 80 classes, and in the XIII division, 13 schools con-
taining 191 classes that are overcrowded.

Mr, FLETCHER. By overcrowded do you mean they have
not any place to sit while they take a class lesson?

Mr, GRIFFIN. It means they have more than 40 pupils per
class, and in many cases the classes have to be divided. That
is responsible for the “ part-time class problem.” I am glad the
gentleman called my attention to that point.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. What is the total number of
schools and the total number of classes?

Mr. GRIFFIN, The grand total is 49 elementary schools and
701 is the total number of overcrowded classes. ;

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. No; I mean what is the total
number of schools in the Distriet and the total number of all
classes? 3

Mr. GRIFFIN. 1 never took the time to summarize that,
but I will put it in the Recorp. [The answer to that is that
there appears to be 139 elementary and 21 normal, senior, and
junior high schools—total, 160. Practically one-third are in
congested distriets and are overcrowded.]

Doctor Ballou, the head of the Board of Education, testified
that when a class reached over 50, so as to render it incon-
venient for the teacher to handle the pupils, he would divide the
class into two part-time classes,

PART-TIME CLASSES

There are 130 part-time classes to which the children of this
District are going. (See p. 577, hearings,) I think a resi-
dent of the District of Columbia is entitled to have his children
taught a full day every day of the school week.

Now, where are these T4 additional teachers asked for going?
Some of them are going to the part-time classes, and here we
have 701 classes that sooner or later will have to be divided.

Mr. ACKERMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. ACKERMAN. How many classes are there altogether
in the city of Washington?

Mr. GRIFFIN. I could not tell the gentleman that. The
gentleman will find that summarized in the record on page
545 of the hearings.

Mr. ACKERMAN. What proportion of the whole do these
classes represent that are overcrowded?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Seven hundred and one classes are over-
crowded.

Mr. ACKERMAN. But the gentleman can not state what
proportion that represents to the total?

Mr. GRIFFIN. I could not tell the gentleman that off hand.
The summary of the schools, giving full details, is to be found
on pages 545 to 548 of the hearings. As I have said in my
answer to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Rossion] there
are 49 out of a total of 150 schools in the District which are
overcrowded, and I presume the number of overcrowded class-
rooms would be in about the same ratio; that is, one-third.

. CHaART V
New schools and classrooms to be ready in this and the next flscal year
[Bee pp. 535 and 536, hearings]

New
Date of
Bt compleion | s
Burroughs. . Aug. 1,107 9
Amidon Jan. 11,1928 0
Smothers. - Aug. 1,1927 2
Woodridge..__ [: 1 G | 4
Hine Addition. = U Apr. 1,1927 4
Garnet-Patterson. --| Jan. 151928 12
Gordon... SR R i
Francis. --| 1 Jan, 1,1927 17
Randall (reg t)- doic=sr 3
a0 S SR R L i R N N S TR T 1 Feb. 1,1827 7
Teachers i B S Y, S " 59

1To be opened in the current fiscal year,
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It may be objected that some of these schools will not be
ready until the next fiscal year—but it is the next fiscal year
that we are providing for.

Furthermore, the estimates of the school board do not pro-
vide for full pay for the new teachers asked for.

Now here is where these pupils are going. Here is a chart
showing the mew schools to be ready in this and in the next
fiscal year. I have put on the diagram the name of the schools,
the date of completion, and the number of teachers required.
You will see here the Burronghs school, to be completed in
1927, requires 9 teachers. The Amadon, to be completed in
1928, no teachers. The Smothers, to be completed in 1927, 2
teachers. The Woodbridge, to be eompleted in 1927, 4 teachers.
The Hine addition, to be completed in 1927, 4 teachers. The
Garnet-Patterson, to be completed in 1928, 12 teachers. The
Gordon, to be completed in 1928, 11 teachers. The Francis,
to be completed in 1927, 17 teachers. The Randall, to be com-
pleted in 1927, 2 teachers. The Stuart, to be completed in 1927,
7 teachers.

Of those in the list we have 2 that will be completed the
current fiscal year; 5 of the others in the next fiseal year.
Remember, gentlemen, we are appropriating in this bill for
the next fiseal year, and remember further that the Commis-
sioner of Education is not asking for full salaries for the
teachers for the schools that are to be completed. He is only
asking for the salaries of those teachers from the time they
are appointed.

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes,

Mr. SIMMONS. The record shows that he is asking for the
full salaries beginning in 1927 and the Garnet-Patterson and
the Gordon are not contracted for.

Mr. GRIFFIN., The gentleman is mistaken. Doctor Ballou
says that he is making no demands for the entire number of
teachers for the fiscal year 1928,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has used
20 minutes.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to myself five minutes
more.

Mr. SIMMONS. Now, will the gentleman yield again?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. If the gentleman will look at page 536 of
the hearings he will find a table where they ask for 23 teachers
as a part of the 74 teachers, and the appropriation calls for
full salaries for the 23 teachers.

Mr. GRIFFIN. The gentleman is absolutely mistaken. In
the first place, the table on page 536 shows a demand for 25
teachers for the 2-A classes and 19 for the 2-O classes. If you
will read the notes at the foot of that table you will find the
following :

1. Seven 2-C salaries needed for ninth grade increase in Septem-
ber, 1927, and February, 1928.

2. Three 2-C salaries needed for ninth grade increase in Septem-
ber, 1927, and February, 1928,

3. Seven 2-C salaries needed for ninth grade increase in Septem-
ber, 1927, and February, 1928,

And in answer to a question Doctor Ballou stated (page 604
of the hearings) :

Doctor Barrou. I would like to add one further point about this
present budget that is before you. In that budget a deduction has
been made for every teacher whose salary begins February 1, 1028,
which was not done in the budget for 1927. We have a balance this
year of $32,600; at least, we anticipate having a balanece this year,
among other reasons, because of these 30 or more teachers whom we
will appoint on the 1st of February. That has been taken into
account for the budget for 1928, and the budget has been reduced
to a minimum on the basis of the proposed opening of classes in
February and the beginning of teachers’ salaries then rather than in
September.

Mr, OLIVER of Alabama.

Mr. GRIFFIN, I will

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Even if you err on the side of
affording more teachers than some think would be required
at the beginning of 1928, they would not be employed until their
services were required.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Absolutely not. Doctor Ballon assured the
committee as to that unequivocally (p. 606, hearings),

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Do the hearings disclose in past
years where there has been an authorization of teachers in
contemplation of buildings to be built that there has been any
abuse of that by the authorities; and does it show that they
were employed before they were actually needed?

Mr. GRIFFIN. The best proof of that is that they have not
appointed the 36 teachers that they are now entitled to ap-
point. Doctor Ballou was hammered and hectored by my

Will the gentleman yield?
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colleagues on the subject as though it were a crime not to
have spent the public’s money.

Mr. SIMMONS. The taxpayers of the District have paid the
taxes; the taxpayers have paid for that service.

Mr, GRIFFIN, Does the gentleman think that they ought
to liave appointed the teachers whether they were employed
or not?

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think we ought to tax the people
for teachérs that we do not need, and he is asking for a num-
ber of teachers that we could not possibly use during the year.

Mr. GRIFFIN. The public may be taxed on the basis of the
appropriations for the coming year, if that is what the gentle-
man means, but if the appropriation is not used it lapses, and
the taxpayer gets the benefit of it in the next year's esti-
mites.

Mr. ROMJUB. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. ROMJUE. The gentleman from Nebraska ecalled atten-
tion to the fact that there were nine rooms in one school that
are now empty, and in an adjacent distriet the rooms were over-
c¢rowded. Could not that be remedied by the school board
under existing law?

Mr. GRIFFIN. It could be; but if you look at Doctor
Ballou's testimony you will find that he says that it is difficalt
to transfer children bodily from one school to another. The
parents of the children rise up in protest. The children object
to taking the longer walk over bad roads. Now, as to this
Brightwood School that the gentleman speaks of, that is a new
school building in a new section, and it was planned and built
not only for the present but for next year and for many
years to come. It is no crime to have vacant rooms in that
school. It is an inevitable incident connected with a building
program designed to meet the growth of population in new
sections. -

Mr. ROMJUE. I should think that in an emergency the
parents would prefer to have their children go to an adjacent
school, even if they had to walk farther rather than have
them in an overcrowded room.

Mr. GRIFFIN. The best answer to that is that they do not
yield to that argument. The Parent-Teachers’ Association
plays a very important part in the management of such things.
They go in and harry the principal and then harry the members
of the Board of Education and dictate plans and policies. If a
man had a free leg to do these things arbitrarily, he could per-
haps do them; buat the trouble is that the shifting of scholars
from one school to another is one of the most ticklish of prob-
lems.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has again expired.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. Lozier]. ]

Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Chairman, the death of ex-Empress Car-
lotta recalls the stirring incidents in the history of Mexico be-
tween January 6, 1862, when English, Spanish, and French
troops landed at Vera Cruz, and June 19, 1867, when on the Hill
of Bells, in the outskirts of Queretaro, Mexico, Emperor Max-
imilian and his two generals, Miramon and Mejia, with their
backs to a stone wall, faced a firing squad and, meeting death
in this manner, ended once and forever the ambition and efforts
of Buropean nations to establish monarchies and empires in the
Western Hemisphere.

Sometimes a submerged collection of driftwood diverts a river
from the bed in which it has flowed for centuries, and not infre-
quently a seemingly unimportant incident turns the stream of
destiny out of its channel and changes the course of human
history. The position of Maximilian was at all times pre-
carious, but his doom was sealed when in the summer of 1865 he
declined to avail himself of the services of Gen., Joe Shelby
and his company of 1.000 intrepid, courageous, seasoned Con-
federate soldiers from Missouri. The story of Shelby's expe-
dition to Mexico reads like a romance. It was as bold and
famous as the historic expedition of another Missourian, Gen-
eral Doniphan and his company of 1,000 Missourians, from
Leavenworth, Kans.,, to Santa Fe, El Paso, Chihuahua, and
Saltillo, Mexico, in 184647 ; as romantic as the retreat of the
10,000 Greek mercenaries from Cunaxa, on the Eunphrates, to
the Euxine Sea, which was immortalized by the Greek historian
Xenophon in The Anabasis. Let me briefly relate this fas-
cinating story, the details of which are so graphically delineated
by John N. Edwards, the historian of the expedition.

Gen, Joseph O, Shelby was one of the boldest and most chiv-
alric soldiers that ever carried a saber or led an army to battle.
When the Civil War broke on our Nation, Joseph O. Shelby,
then 30 years old, was a successful manufacturer of bale rope
in Waverly, Lafayette County, Mo. He espoused the cause of
the South and throughout the greatest internecine conflict
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recorded in history he followed the flag of the Confederacy.
Well educated, he had fire, energy, dash, dauntless courage,
and a magnetic personality that won and held the affection and
loyalty of his goldiers. Like Marshal Ney, the bravest of the
brave, he was ever in the thickest of the battle; a ernsader
like Chevalier Bayard, without fear and without reproach. Of
him it counld truthfully be said, as was said by Sir Ector de
Maris, sorrowing over the dead body of his brother, Sir
Launcelot :

And thou wert the courteoust knight that ever bare shield
And thou wert the truest friend that ever bestrad horse.

Shelby’s division, largely composed of Missouri young men,
was the flower of the trans-Mississippi army of the Confed-
eracy, and his soldiers followed him with a love, devotion, and
loyalty unsurpassed in the military records of the world.

In the last days of the Civil War General Shelby's division
was a part of the trans-Mississippi Confederate army com-
manded by Gen. B, Kirby Smith, the last of the Confederate
armies to surrender. General Smith’s headquarters were at
Shreveport, La. General Shelby’s division was encamped at
Fulton, Ark. When the news of General Lee's surrender at
Appomatox reached General Smith's army a council of war
was held at Marshall, Tex. General Smith, realizing that
further hostilities were useless, favored a surrender. General
Shelby opposed the surrender. He advised that the different
divisions of the trans-Mississippi army concentrate on the
Brazos River for further resistance or an expedition into
Mexico, with the option to fight to reinstate Juarez or espouse
the cause of Maximilian. This bold proposal made by this
brown-bearded, fair-haired fighter had a magnetic effect.
Shelby proposed that Gen. Simon B. Buckner should lead the
expedition. To the daring and impetuous Shelby was assigned
the embarrassing task of communicating the decision of the
council to General Smith. This interview was brief and to
the point: -

“The army has lost confidence in you, General Smith.”

“1 know it,” said General Smith.

General Shelby continued :

“The army does not wish to surrender.”
Smith replied:

‘““Nor do I. What would the army have?’

“ Your withdrawal,” said General Shelby, “as its direct com-
mander, the appointment of General Buckner as its chief, its
concentration upon the Brazos River, and war to the knife,
General Smith.”

Pained and astonished, General Smith said: “What do you
advise, General Shelby?”

“Instant acquiescence,” said General Shelby.

Thereupon General Smith wrote an order turning over the
command of the army to General Buckner,

But Geperal Buckner became faint-hearted. After returning
to Shreveport, General Smith experienced a change of heart,
ignored his resignation, resumed command of the army, and
entered into negotiations with General Pope, which resulted in
the surrender of the trans-Mississippi Confederate army. But
when these megotiations were consummated, practically all of
General Smith's army bad been dissolved, nearly all of his
troops having disbanded and gone home. In General Smith's
letter of May 30, 1865, he refers to * Shelby’s heroic division
of Missouri cavalry™ as having maintained its organization
intact.

Bitterly disappointed that he could not take an army of
50,000 seasoned Confederate soldiers into Mexico, Shelby ap-
pealed to his own troops for volunteers for the Mexican ad-
venture. “One thousand bronzed soldiers rode fair to the
front, over them the old barred banner, worn now, and torn,
and well-nigh abandoned. Two and two they ranged them-
selves behind their leader, waiting.” With his thousand sol-
diers marching behind him, Shelby turned his ‘face toward
the Rio Grande and the region of the Montezumas. With him
rode a few war-seasoned officers—Elliott, Gordon, Slayback,
Williams, Collins, Langhorne, Crisp, Mirick, Jackman, and
Blackwell. Through Corsicana, Waco, Austin, San Antonio,
over a dreary waste of mesquite and chaparral, this Confed-
erate cavaleade that had never surrendered moved on to Eagle
Pass. The Rio Grande River marks the boundary between
the United States and Mexico, but its onrushing waters did
not deter these soldiers of fortune. Pausing in the middle of
the stream, the old tattered battle flag which had been carried
at the head of Shelby's hercic division through the struggle
and sorrow of 200 desperate battle fields, was brought from
its resting place and given once more to the winds. * With
bare, bowed heads, Shelby's soldiers gathered around the dear
old banner.” For a few brief moments it was held above the
rushing tide and then solemnly the battle flag of Shelby's

To which General
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division was lowered beneath the turbid waters of the fast-
flowing river.

This incident was commemorated by Col. A. W. Slayback
in a beautiful poem entitled “The Burial of Shelby’s Flag.”
Having crossed the Rio Grande, Shelby and his men entered
Piedras Negras, a Mexican city, on the early morning of July
4, 1865, from which place the march to the City of Mexico
began. On to Monterey, through an almost impassable wilder-
ness, over desert and mountains; through Saltillo, camping on
the battle field of Buena Vista, then on to Parras; then
through Matehuala, Dolores, Queretaro, to the capital of the
Aztecs and the bloody scenes of Cortez and his brutal band of
conquistadors, This journey was made through an inhospitable
region, over desert and mountains, and Shelby and his men
were beset on every hand by hostile forces of Mexican bandits
and guerrillas. Successful in every encounter, magnanimous
in every victory, rigidly cbserving the rules of war, respecting
the rights and property of the people of the regions through
which they passed, these soldiers of fortune tendered their
swords and their services to Emperor Maximilian.

The history of the efforts of Austrian Archduke Ferdinand
to establish an empire in Mexico reads like a romance. While
the people of the United States were engaged in the great Civil
War, England, France, and Spain on January 6, 1862, landed
troops at Vera Cruz, Mexico, for the alleged purpose of com-
pelling Mexico to discharge its financial obligations. At this
time Benito Juarez was the nominal President of Mexico.
For a season foreign troops occupied Vera Cruz, and then
started into the interior toward the City of Mexico. A protest
from Secretary Seward influenced England and Spain to recall
their troops, but the Frenci. Army proceeded to the Mexiean
capital, and from which President Juarez retired. The French
established a de facto government, military in character. The
ragged army of Juarez was defeated and driven from place to
place. In a short time the French had control of all the
important cities in Mexico. A provisional government was
formed and an “Assembly of Notables” was chosen and in-
trusted with the duty of providing a plan for a permanent
government. On July 10, 1863, this plan was adopted and
under its provisions a monarchy was created, the sovereign to
take the title of the Emperor of Mexico, and the imperial crown
was offered to Prince Ferdinand Maximilian.

On a previous occasion, during the revolution of 1861,
Maximilian had been offered the throne of Mexico but deelined
it. When this second offer came in 1863 Maximilian still hesi-
tated and sent a letter to President Juarez requesting a meet-
ing to discuss the affairs of Mexico in an amicable manner,
President Juarez answered that he could not consent to any
meeting with Maximilian. And so it was that this kind-hearted
scion of the royal house of Hapsburg hesitated and delayed
until April, 1864, when he left his beautiful home by the blue
Mediterranean and sailed away from Trieste to Mexico to begin
a reign which fate had decreed would never be happy and could
not continue long. With him went beautiful Empress Carlotta,
who was largely responsible for the intrigue which resulted in
Maximilian being seated on the unstable and ill-fated throne
of Mexico. She was a descendant of Henry IV of France, the
hero of Ivry, “a ruler next in goodness and greatness to Louis
IX.” She was a granddaughter of Louis Philippe, King of
France. In the language of Edwards:

Empress Carlotta was a woman who had been twice crowned—once
with a crown of gold, earthly and perishable, and once with a crown
of beauty as radiant as the morning.

The reception of Maximilian and Carlotta in Mexico was joy-
ous and enthusiastic, and in the capital of the Montezumas,
with pomp and pageantry, they were invested with crown and
scepter, indicative of imperial power. Idealistic, visionary, and
unacquainted with the long-oppressed and turbulent people,
over whom he was called to rule, Maximilian, intending to rule
wisely, justly, and benevolently, little realized what he most
needed for the regeneration of Mexico was not a paper consti-
tution, not a magnificently maintained court, not the glitter and
tinsel of imperial splendor and pageantry, but a seasoned army
of 100,000 soldiers. Though Maximilian was Emperor in name,
Marshal Bazaine, a military autocrat in charge of the imperial
army, composed largely of French soldiers, was Emperor in
reality.

Marshal Bazalne was a soldier who had seen service in Algeria, in
the Crimea, in Italy—especially at Magenta—and he had won the
baton at last in Mexico, that baton that the first Napoleon declared
might be in the knapsack of every soldier. He was ambitious, brave
to utter recklessness; crafty, yet.outspoken and frank; a savage aristo-
erat, who had married a fair-faced Spaniard and a miilion : mereciless in
discipline, beloved of his troops, adored by his military family ; a gam-
bler who had been kmown to win a thousand ounces on a single card;
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a speculator and the owner of ships; a husband whom even the French
called true; a father and a judge, who after he had caressed his
infant voted death at the court-martial so often that one officer began
to say to another, “ He shoots them all."”

But he was a skillful soldier, and he drove Juarez from place
to place, at times across the Rio Grande into Texas, keeping the
ragged and starving Liberal army constantly on the move, giving
rise to the saying that—

Patrlot Juarez kept the capital of Mexico on wheels and moved it with
him when driven from city to city.

This Bazaine, who spilled so much blood in Mexico, was the
same Marshal Bazaine who in the Franco-Prussian War on
October 27, 1870, as commander of the French armies, sur-
rendered the French fortress of Metz and his army of 180,000
men. When General Shelby arrived in the city of Mexico the
French held all the country that was worth holding and Maxi-
milian had been reigning for over a year. The Empress Car-
lotta, an angel of mercy in those days of blood, pestilence, and
famine, carried her ministrations into almost every region held
by the imperial foreces, thereby winning the confidence, grati-
tude, and affection of the common people, whose distress she
had relieved and whose bitter load she had made more bearable,
Maximilian, impulsive, humane, and gentle, sought to admin-
ister the affairs of his tottering empire in a benevolent and
magnanimous manner, notwithstanding the firing squads of
Marshal Bazaine were every busy with their bloody butcheries.

General Shelby quickly comprehended the situation. Through
Commodore Maury and General Magruder he secured an inter-
view with Maximilian, who—

met him withont ceremony and with great sincerity and frankness,
Marshal Bazaine was present. Count de Noue, the son-in-law of Gen-
eral Harney and the chief of Bazaine's eivil staff, was the interpreter.

John N. Edwards in his history of Shelby's Hxpedition to
Mexico, an Unwritten Leaf of the War, deseribes the interview
between Maximilian and General Shelby as follows:

SBhelby laid his plans before him at once. These were to take
immediate service In his Empire, recruit a corps of 40,000 Americans,
supersede, as far as possible, the native troops in his army, consolidate
the Government against the time of the withdrawal of the French
soldlers, encourage emigration In every possible manner, develop the
resources of the country, and hold it, until the people became recon-
ciled to the change, with a strong and well-orzanized army,

Every proposition was faithfully rendered to the Emperor, who
merely bowed and inclined his head forward as if he would hear more.

Shelby continued, in his straightforward, soldierly manner:

“It is only a question of time, Your Majesty, before the French
goldiers are withdrawn.”

Marshal Bagaine smiled a lttle sarvcastically, it seemed, but said
nothing.

“ Why do you think g0?” inquired the emperor,

“ Because the War between the States is at an end, and Mr. Seward
will insist on the rigorous enforcement of the Monroe doctrine. France
does not desire a conflict with the United States. It would neither
be popular nor profitable. I left behind me a million men in arms,
not one of whom has yet been discharged from the service. The
Nation is sore over this occupation, and the presence of the French
is a perpetual menace. I hope Your Majesty will pardon me, but in
order to speak the truth it is necessary to speak plainly.”

“@Go on,” said the Emperor, greatly interested.

“The matter whereof 1 have spoken to you 18 perfectly feasible. I
have authority for saying that the American Government would not be
adverse to the enlistment of as many soldiers in your army as might
wish to take service, and the number need only be limited by the
exigencies of the Empire, Thrown upon your own resources, you would
find no difficulty, I think, in establishing the most friendly relations
with the United States. In order to put yourself in a position to do
this, and in order to sustain yourself sufficlently long to consolidate
your oecupation of Mexico and make your Government & strong one, I
think It absolutely necessary that you should have a corps of foreign
soldiers devoted to you personally and reliable in any emergency.”

On being appealed to Commodore Maury and General Magruder sus-
tained his view of the case, and Bhelby continued :

“1 have under my command at present about 1,000 tried and
experienced troops. All of them have seen much. severe and actual
service, and all of them are anxious to enlist in support of the
HEmpire. With your permission, and authorized in your name to increase
my forces, and in a few months all the promises given here to-day
could be made good.”

The Emperor still remained silent. It appeared as if Shelby was an
enigma he was trying to make ont—one which interested him at the
same time that it puzzled him. In the babit of having full and free
conversations with Commodore Maury, and of reposing in him the most
unlimited confidence, he would look first at S8helby and then at Maury, as
if appealing from the blunt frankness of the one to the polished sincerity
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and knewn sound judgment of the otlier. Perhaps Marshal Bazaine
knew better than any man at the interview how keenly Incisive had
been Bhelby's analysis of the situation, and how absolutely certain were
events, neither he nor his master could control, to push the last of his
goldiers beyond the ocean, At intervals the calm, immobile face would
flush a little, and once or twice he folded and unfolded a printed dis-
patch held in his hands. Beyond these evidences of attention it was
not known that Bazaine was even listening. Ilis own judgment was
gtrongly in favor of the employment of the Americans, and had the
bargain been left to him, the bargain would have been made before the
end of the Interview. He was a soldier and reasoned from a soldier's
standpoint. Maximilian was a Christian ruler and shrank within him-
gelf, all his nature in revolt, when the talk was of bloodshed and
provinees held by the hayonet. His mind was convineced from the first
that Shelby's policy was the best for him, and he leant to It as to
gomething he desired near him for support when tbe crisis came. He
did not embrace it, howeyer, and make it part and parcel of his heart
and his affections. Therein began the descent that ended only at
Queretaro.

The Emperor did not reply directly to Shelby. He rose up, backoned
De Noue to one side, spoke to him quietly and earnestly for some brief
moments, dismissed his visitors pleasantly, and withdrew. His mind,
however, It appears, had been made up from the first. He was not
willing to trust the Americans in an organization so large and so
complete—an organization composed of 40,000 skilled and veteran sol-
diers, commanded by officers of known valor, and anxious for any enter-
prise, no matter how daring or desperate. Besides, he had other plans
in view,

As De Noue left the meeting, he sald to General Sbhelby:

“ It's no nse. The Emperor is firm on the point of diplomacy. He
means to try negotiation and correspondence with the United States.
He thinks Mr. S8eward is favorably disposed toward him, and that the
spirit of the dominant party will not be adverse to his experiment with
the Mexicans. IHis sole desire Is to give them a good government,
lenient yet restraining laws, and to develop the country and educate
the people. He believes that he can do this with native troops and that
it will be greatly to the Interest of the American Government to recog-
nize him and to cultivate with him the most friendly relations. At
any rate,” and De Noue lowered his voice, “at any rate, His Majesty
is an enthusiast, and you know that an enthuslast reasons ever from
the heart instead of the head. He will not succeed. He does not
understand the people over whom he rules nor any of the dangers which
beset him. * * * It is no use, I say again, General; the Emperor
will not give yon employment.”

#1 knew it,” replied Shelby.

“ How?' and de Noue shrugged his shoulders.

“ From his countenance,” said Shelby. ' Not once could 1 bring
the blood to his ealm, benignant face. He has faith but no enthusiasm,
and enthusiasm such as he needs would be but another name for
audacity. I say to you in all frankness, Count de Noue, Maximilian
will fail in his diplomacy.”

#“ Your reasons, General,” said de Noue.

“ Because he will not have time to work the problem out. 1 have
traveled slowly and in my own fashion from Pledras Negras to the
City of Mexico—traveled by easy stages when the need was, and by
forced marches when the need was, fighting a little at times and
resting a little at ease at times, but always on guard and watching
upon the right hand and upon the left. Bave the ground held by
your cantonments and your garrisons, and the ground your cannon
ecan hold In range and your cavalry can patrol and scour, yon have
pot one foot in sympathy with you, with the Emperor, with the
Empire, with anything that promises to be respectable in government
or reliable in administration. Juarez lives as surely in the hearts
of the people as the snow is eternal on the brow of Popocatapetl, and
ere an answer could come from Seward to the Emperor’s minister of
gtate, the Emperor will have no minister of state. That's all, Count.
I thank you very much for your kind offices to-day, and would have
given a good account of my Americans if kingeraft had seen the
wisdom of their employment. I must go back to my men now. They
expect me early."

Thus terminated an Interview that had more of destiny In it, per-
haps, than the seeming indifference and disinelination to talk on the
part of the FEmperor might Indicate. The future settled the question
of policy that alone kept the ruler and his subject apart. When the
struggle eame that Bhelby had go plainly and bluntly depicted, Maxi-
milinn was in the midst of 8,000,000 of savages, without an army—
with scarcely a guard—with none upon whom he could rely—aban-
doned, deserted, and betrayed. Was it any wonder, therefore, that the
end of the Empire should be the dead wall at Queretaro?

In the language of Edwards:

After the French left he had scarcely g0 much as a bundle of
reeds to rest upon. Those of his Austrians and Belgiapns, spared by
pestilence and war, died about him in dogged and desperate despair,
They did not care to die, only they knéw they could do no good,
and, as Lieutenant Karnak sald when speaking for all the little
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handful, they saw the end plainer, perhaps, than any removed yot
a stone's throw further from the finale.

* This last charge will be soon over, boys, and there won't be many
of us killed, because there are so few of us to kill; but”—and he
whispered it while the bugles were blowing—* although we die for
our Emperor to-day, he will die for us to-morrow.”

When the rally sounded EKarnak's squadron of 70 came back with 6.
Karnak was not among them.

It is idle, yet interesting, to speculate on what might have
been the fortunes of Maximilian had he aceepted the services
of this courageous, magnetic, and resourceful ex-Confederate
general. At that time, in addition to Shelby and his men,
many ex-Confederates were in Mexico, among whom I men-
tion Gen. Sterling Price; General Blaughter; General Bee;
Captains Cundiff and Hodge: General Hindman; General
Stevens, chief engineer of General Lee's staff; Governor Rey-
nolds, of Missouri; Major McMuriry; Ex-Governor Allen, of
Louisiana ; General Lyon, of Kentucky; and General MeCaus-
land, of Virginia; Governor Harris, of Tennessee, and many
other officers and privates who had followed the fortunes of
the Confederacy. Moreover, thousands of the Confederates who
had sacrificed everything for the lost cause were flocking to
Mexico. If Maximilian had accepted the services of General
Shelby and his men, undoubtedly tens of thousands of seasoned
goldiers from the armies of the North and South would have
enlisted under General Shelby's banner. With these forces
Maximilian could have easily consolidated his Government and
maintained himself in power, even after the withdrawal of the

French troops. The acceptance by Maximilian of General

Shelby’s offer would, no doubt, have changed the whole course
of Mexiecan history. Millions of people from the United States
would have flocked to Mexico, developed her tremendons nat-
ural resources, and long before this good day Mexico would,
in my opinion, have become an integral part of the United
States, regenerated by our civilization, and sustained and in-
spired by American ideals.

Events moved quickly after the withdrawal of the French
forces from Mexico. The Mexican soldiers in Maximilian's
armies deserted to the Liberal army commanded by Benito
Juarez. Beset by disasters on every hand, Maximilian strug-
gled courageously against a cruel and relentless destiny. Then
he thought of Shelby and realized the fatal mistake he had
made in denying himself the services of this intrepid and re-
sourceful general. He sent for Shelby, who sorrowfully told
the Emperor: “1It is too late now ; my men are scattered; Your
Majesty has waited too long.”

And so it seems that *the tide in the affairs of men, which
taken at its flood leads on to fortune,” was omitted by Maxi-
milian, and hence the voyage of his after life was *“bound in
shallows gnd in miseries.”

Maximilian’s Empire quickly collapsed, and on May 16, 1867,
at Queretaro, 57 leagues from the capital, betrayéed by Lopez,
Maximilian and his army surrendered to a full-blooded Indian,
Benito Juarez, general of the Liberal army and President of the
so-called Mexican Republic. On June 14 a court-martial pro-
nounced the sentence of death against Maximilian and his gen-
erals, Miramon and Mejia. This sentence was executed on
June 19, 1867.

Empress Carlotta was absent in Europe when Maximilian’s
Empire ecrumbled before the ragged and poorly disciplined army
of Benito Juarez, and Maximilian made the last lap of his
earthly journey from the Convent of Capuchinas to the place of
his execution, amid the ringing of church bells, and between
long lines of steel, glittering in the unclouded rays of sunshine
that bathed that war-torn region. Abandoned by Napoleon 1II,
who withdrew the French armies, beirayed by Marshal Bazaine,
deserted by his troops, his wife, Carlotta, haunting the Euro-
pean eapitals pleading his cause and seeking military aid, his
dream of empire dissipated, Maximilian walked to his doom
in front of the ruined wall at Queretaro with a courage and
heroism that won the world's admiration, his last utterance
being * Poor Carlotta.”

But long before the end of Maximilian's foredoomed Mexican
adventure, long before he quarreled with Bazaine, whose tide of
blood was inundating the land of the Montezumas, Carlotta,
weary and disappointed because of her inability to enlist any
European power in the failing fortunes of her husband, became
suddenly ill. For days and months she was in a delirium, and
when her violent illness was somewhat abated it was discovered
that she was afHlicted with incurable insanity. With intelleet
atrophied, reason dethroned, imagination wviolently distorted,
oppressed by melancholy, and burdened with an unbearable load
of sorrows for which an Infinite Providence seems to have pro-
vided no surcease, Carlotta lived—no, existed—for nearly 60
vears. Her pathetic condition and the tragedy of her life won
for her the sympathy of a generous world.
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In May, 1870, about three years after Empress Carlotta was
stricken, the European cables earried the news that the mad
Empress was dying. At this time John N. Edwards, scholar,
poet, biographer, and historian, was editor of the Kansas City
Times. America never produced a more versatile or more
brilliant editor than he. No greater master of pure diction
ever directed an editorial pen. The genius of John N. Edwards
gave him a place among editorial writers very similar to that
accorded Edgar Allan Poe in the realm of poetry. There was
much in the life of John N. Edwards that forcibly reminds one
of Edgar Allan Poe.

So when the message came that the broken-hearted ex-
Empress Carlotta was incurably mad and dying, John N.
Edwards dashed off an editorial entitled “ Poor Carlotta,” that
in purity of diction, pathos, and appealing philosophy is prob-
ably not surpassed in the literature of the world. Joseph Addi-
son and Samuel Johnson never wrote anything that in clarity
of expression, in purity of English, in superb sentence structure,
or in prose melody surpassed this editorial, * Poor Carlotta.”
This editorial was reproduced in the columns of practically all
the great newspapers in America and Europe and was read and
reread by millions, who were moved to tears by this matehless
classic. The editorial was published in the Kansas Clty Times
May 20, 1870, and was as follows:

POOR CARLOTTA

Dispatches from Europe say that the malady is at its worst and that
the yonng widow of Maximilian I8 near her death hour. Ah! when the
grim King does come he will bring to her a blessing and a benediection.
The Leantiful brown eyes have been lusterless these many months; the
tresses. of her sunny halr have long ago been scorched with fever pain;
the beautiful and brave young Spartan, rich in energy, in love, in pas-
glonate devotion, knows no more the roses and lawns of Miramar; the
Mediterranean brings no more from over perilous seas the silken pennon
of her fair-haired, royal sailor lover; it is quiet about Lacken, where
the Empress lays a dying; but time will never see such another woman
die until the whole world dies.

It is not much to die in one's own bed, peaceful of conscience and
weary of childbearing. The naked age is crowded thick with little loves
and rose-water lines and the pink and the white of the bridal toileties.
Here is a queen now In extremity, who reigned in the Tropics and
whose fate has over it the lurid grandeur of a wvoleano. A sweet
Cathoiie schoolgirl she was when the Austrian came a woolng, with a
ship of the line for chariot. She played musical instruments; she had
painted rare pictures of Helen, and Omphale in the arms of Hercules,
and Jeanne d’Arc with the yellow hair, and the pensive Roland—her
of the Norman face—over whose black doom there still flits a roddy
fervor, streaks of bright southern tint, not wholly swallowed up of
death. Yes! it was a love match, rare In kingeraft and court cunning.
0ld Leopold’s daughter marrled with the flags of three nations waving
over her, amid the roar of artillery and the broadsides of battleships.
The sea gave its sapphire bloom and the skies their benison. Afar off
French eagles were seen, alas! to shadow all the life of the bride with
the blood of the husband. The nineteenth century witnessed the heroie
eple which darkened to such a tragedy. She came to Mexico, bringing
in her gentle hands two milk-white doves, as it were, charity and
religion.

Pure as all women ; stainless as an angel-guarded child; proud as
Edith of the swan's neck; beautiful; a gueen of all hearts where
honor dwelt; mistress of the realms of musie; rure in the embroidery
she wove; having time for literature and letters; sensuous only in
the melody of her voice; never a mother; It were as though God had
sent an angel of light to redeem a barbaric race and sanctify a
degraded people. How she tried and how she suffered; let the fever
which is burning her up allve give answer. It is not often that the
world looks upon such a deathbed. Yet In the rosy and radiant toils
of the honeymoon, a bride came to govern an emplre where armies did
her bidding; and French marshals, scarred at Inkermann and Sol-
ferino, kissed with loyal lips her jeweled hand and murmured through
their gray moustaches words of soldierly truth and valor. She sat
herself down in the palace of the Montezumas and looked out amid the
old elms where Cortez’s swart cavaliers had made love In the moon-
light, their blades not dry with blood of the morning's battle; upon
Chepultepee, that had seen the cold glitter of American steel and the
gleam of deflant battle flags; upon the Alemada, where Alvarado took
the Indian maiden to kiss, who drove the steel straight for his heart
and missed, and found a surer lodgment in her own.

All these were bridal gifts to the Austrian's bride—the brown-eycd
beautiful Carlotta, Noble white vision in a land of red harlots, with
soft, pitylng, queenly face; hair flowing down to the girdle, and as
true a heart as ever beat In woman's bosom. As a Greclan statue,
serenely complete, she shines out in that black wreck of things a star.

It came suddenly, that death of her lover and her husband. It dared
not draw near when the French eagles flew, bat afterwards, what a fate
for one so royal and so brave! God shielded the tried heart from
the blow of his last words, for they were so tender as to carry a sor-
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row they could mot heal. “Poor Carlotta!” TYouth, health, reason,
crown, throne, empire, armies, husband, all gone. Why shonld the
fates be so pitiless and so unsparing?

Somewhere in eternity, within some golden palace walls, where old,
imperial banners float and Launcelots keep guard and Arthurs reign
and all the patriot heroes dwell, her Maximilian is waiting for his
bride, Long ago that spotless soul has been there. Let death eome
quickly and take the body and end its misery and subdue its pain. All
that is immortal of Carlotta is with her husband. The tragedy is nearly
over. In an age of iron and steam and armies and a world at peace
it remained for a woman to teach nations how an empress loves and
dies. Who shall dare to say hereafter there is nothing in blood or
birth? What gentle sister, in the struggle and turmoil of life, will look
away from that deathbed in Lacken Castle and not Lless God for being
a woman and of the sex of her who is dying for her king and her
empire? Sleep! The angels have no need of sleep. Nothing suffices
love. Having happiness, one wishes for paradise; having paradise, one
wishes for heaven. There is a starry transfiguration mingled with her

crueifixion, The crown Is almost hers, and in the beautiful garden of

souls she will find once more the monarch of her youth.

I have but briefly touched the interesting events in connection
with General Shelby's expedition to Mexico., May I make a
closing observation? The tragic fate of * poor Carlotta” and
*poor Maximilian " admonishes us that whatever fate decrees
men must abide. It was Schiller who said:

Stern is the onlook of necessity. Not without a shudder may the
hand of man grasp the mysterious urn of destiny—vast, colossal destiny,
which ralses man to fame though it may also grind him to powder.

Or, in the language of Voltaire:

What unknown power governs men! On what feeble eauses do their
destinies hinge !

[Applause.]

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr., JEFFERS].

Mr. JEFFERS. Mr, Chairman, I want to use this brief time
to urge the consideration of a lower rate of interest than 6
per cent on loans made on the adjusted service certificates of
ex-service people, and in this connection I desire to ask unani-
mous consent to include in my remarks, as a part of my state-
ment, a statement which has been sent to the House Ways and
Means Committee by the national legislative committee of the
American Legion. I feel it wouid be of benefit to all Members
to read this statement.

Mr. Chairman, my suggestion to all ex-service people holding
these certificates is that they refrain, if possible, from borrow-
ing on their certificates, because the amount they may borrow
is so small, May I remind the House that in my speech of
March 17, 1924, I called attention to the defects in the ad-
justed compensation bill which was before us, and at that time
protested against the forcing of the bill on this House under
the *“gag” rule, with ro opportun.ty for any Member to offer
any remedial amendment to the bill, no matter how worthy or
meritorious the amendment might be.

Permit me to repeat here now a part of my remarks of
March 17, 1924:

ApJUSTED COMPENSATION

[From speech of Hon. LaMar Jerrens, of Alabama, in the House of
Representatives, March 17, 1924]

Mr, JerveRS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of tne committee, 1 have
here before me a copy of Mr. GreEn's bill, H. R. 7959, which is called
the * World War adjusted compensation act.”

The first print of this bill that the Members of the House received
was placed in their hands about noon on Saturday, Mareh 15, just the
day before yesterday. Memberz of the House have had but very little
time to study the provisions of this bill, and, of course, the ex-gservice
people of the Nation have had no chance at all to learn what sort of
a bill it is.

My friends, what does *adjusted compensation’ mean? Adjusted
compensation means but one thing, and that is adjusted pay.

Now, let us note what this bill offers in the way of adjusted pay.
It says that each veteran shall be entitled to receive * adjusted-service
pay " if the amount of his adjusted-service credit is $50 or less. The
fellow who is entitled to receive $50 or less will receive his pay In actual
money, something that he can make use of for his needs or purposes,
according to his own judgment and desire,

But what of the fellow who is to recelve more than $50? What does
he get in the way of adjusted pay?

Under this Uil he receives what is termed an adjusted-service
“ certificate.,”” And no matter how badly that man may be needing a
little cash at once, there is no way for him to borrow a cent on that
“ cerfificate ™ until after he has held it for two years.

The certificate will be simply a 20-year endowment insurance policy.
If the man or the woman who receives it does mot bappen to need any
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cash and can afford to fake that polley and let it run for 20 years, it
will then—at the cnd of 20 years—have a face value of just about two
and one-half times the amount of adjusted compensation that is due to
the man or woman to start with.

For example, if a person is entitled to $100 adjusted compensation, he
will be given a policy which he ean keep for 20 yeurs, and it will then
have & value of about $250. A person who is entitled to about $400
adjusted compensation will have a certificate that will be worth about
$1,000 at the end of the 20 years.

But there are thousands and hundreds of thousands of these ex-service
men and women who need a little financial ald now which would
enalle them to start out in a mew home, or to pay on a place, or for
farming implements, or for a little furniture, or to pay off some obliga-
tion—there are many worthy purposes for which they may need a little
cagh very badly mow. What of them?

If their Government says they are due this adjusted compensation
or additional pay, and their Government i the greatest and the richest
Government in the whole world, then these ex-service people of the
Nation have a right to feel and believe that their great and rich Gov-
ernment could, if it wanted to, easily afford to offer them their ad-
justed compensation in the usual currency of the country. Any man
has a right to expect to reccive his pay In money, so that he may take
it where lie will and expend it as he deems wisest and best for his own
Deeds and purposes,

But the bill that we have here says if he has more than $50 coming to
him he must take a policy.

If he Is in urgent need of a little cash, what can he do? Is it
arranged so that he can borrow anything on this 20-year insurance
policy ? t i

He can not borrow a nickel on that certificate until two years after
he gets it. And what can he borrow then? He may then borrow 90
per cent of the amount of the sinking fund that Is by that time appli-
cable to his certificate. Not 90 per cent of the amount of his adjusted-
eompensation credit, mind you, but just 90 per cent of the value of the
ginking fond ag is applicable to his certificate at that time,

What does that mean? That simply means that & man who I8 en-
titled to about $400 adjusted compensation, for example, will receive
a certificate that will have a face value of about $1,000 if he will keep
it for 20 years. Now, at the end of two years from the time when he
receives the poliey the amount of the sinking fund that will be applied
to that policy by that time will be abont $63—I believe it is §63.67.
Then how mueh can the man borrow? He can borrow 90 per cent of
that $03.67, or the grand sum of $57.30. And upon that loan he must,
of course, pay interest. Then, at the end of the third year he can
borrow about $30 more; at end of fourth year, about $32 more; at
end of fifth year, about $34 more; and so on each year he may
borrow in little driblets like that., Paying interest every year on all
that he has borrowed, and his annonal interest may finally amount to
enough to eat a big hole in all that he can borrow each year, if,
indeed, 1t would not altogether eat up the new amount that he could
borrow.

Take, for example, the case of a man who is due about $100 adjusted
compensation, and gets a certificate which will have a face value of
about $250 if he lives 20 years. Of course, he must wait the two
years after he gets the certifieate before he can borrow on it, mo
matter how badly be may need that adjusted compensation of $100
that the Government will have said is rightfully due him, and then at
the end of the two years all that he can borrow is the handsome gum of
about §$14,

Think about It; these little driblets that will be avallable in the
shape of loans each year will eat the man’s poliecy up eso that he will
pot have anything at the end of the 20 years after all, and that sort
of a system of small annpal payments or small loans each year will
run just as straight Into a penslon system at the end of that time as
any scheme that could be devised.

Gentlemen of the House, it is an Infamous subterfuge—this bhill
that has been ughered in here under the guise of an adjusted compen-
gation measnre. It will, I very much fear, prove to be a cheap and
disappointing * gold brick™ if it ever becomes a law in its present
form,

Why are the administration leaders here, who are in charge of the
legislative program, not willing to let the light in on this bill? Why
are they not willing to allow opportunity for a falr debate here on
the floor of the House on this bill? Why is it that they are not going
to allow any Member of this House to offer a single amendment to
this bill?

Here is one of the most important pieces of legiglation that this
Congress, or any other Congress, will have before it—the adjusted
compensation bill affecting the ex-service people of the Nation, the
people who actually saved this country and all that it contains’from
the ravages of the ruthless German horde. Those are the ones, my
friends, in whose Interests you will be legislating when you vote upon
this bill—four and a half millions of the young people of this Nation.
Their families and their dependents are Interested. Then, too, all the
taxpayers of the Nation are naturally interested in thls measure,
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And yet this bill iz going to be foreed up here to-morrow under
the “gag' rule. There will be the motion to suspend the rules and
pass the bhill. No Member of this body will be allowed the privilege
of offering any amendment whatsoever, no matter how worthy may be
the amendment which the Member wisbes to offer. There will not
even be the opportunity to offer a motion to recommit the bill to the
committee. The administration leaders have determined, it seems, to
bring the bill in here to-morrow under suspension of the rules, and
say, in effect, “ Here is what we are going to pass as adjusted com-
pensation for the ex-service men and women of the Nation. It is the
best we will offer and we will not allow anybody any chance to offer
any amendment to make it any better.”

Has that sort of procedure any of the earmarks of fair play? 1Is
that a decent way to treat this important legislation which embraces
the sacred obligation of the Natlon to the ex-service men and women
of the Nation? Bear in mind that this House has already recognized
the obligation by voting favorably three {imes on adjusted compensa-
tlon ; and if it is an obligation, it is certainly the most sacred obliga-
tion that the Nation has or could have.

No; that is not fair play. T believe that the only reason they have
hit wpon this plan of bringing It up to-morrow under the *gag"
rule is because¢ they know it is but a poor substitute for real adjusted
compensation, and they do not dare to offer it to the House in the
regular, decent way, so that the M s could di it on the floor
and have the privilege of offering amendments, so therefore they have
hit upon the plan to bring it in under the cover and protection of the
well-known “ gag ™ rule and jam it through this House In that fashion,
We will have only the one vote on the proposition, I understand.

If the ex-service people could have the opportunity to take thelr
compensation or pay in money—and in money is the way compensation
or pay ought by rights to be proffered to anyone to whom ecompensa-
tlon or pay is due—the matter could be settled expeditiously, and the
cost of the cash-settlement plan would be much less than the cost of
these Insurance policies or any other plan. The cost of the cagh-
payment plan can be fignred definitely while it is difficult to prediect
what the cost of administering these other plans will be before they
are done with.

To Include in the adjusted compensation bill a straight eash-payment
option would not only be the quickest and the least expensive plan but
it wounld be the most satisfactory proposition that could possibly be
made to a vast number of the ex-service people for whose benefit this
legislation 1s supposed to be intended.

And a satisfled feeling in the minds and hearts of our ex-service
men and women would be the most valuable result that could come
from the settlement of the adjusted-compensation question. [Ap-
plause.] That is what I want to see more than anything else. They
have seen that Congress has already passed favorably on the principle
of it several times, and I want them to have a right to feel that the
Government has made good on the proposition that has been talked
about for so long. T want them to feel satisfied in their hearts. But
to those who are In need now of a little financial aid T do not see
where these Insurance certificates, with no borrowing privileges under
two years, and then with very limited borrowing privileges, are going
to be of much benefit. But if the Government gays an ex-service man is
due a certaln amount of adjusted or additional pay, and if the Govern-
ment would offer that man his compensation in money and he accepts
it, then that transaction is finished, and the man could take his money
and put It to whatever use as he sees fit. There wonld be no after-
math to that in the way of continuous overhead expense to run along
year after year for a long period of time, and very likely finally run
right along into a penslon system.

1 know that the argument has been advanced by some that if these
ex-service people were pald their compensation in eash they wounld
waste it, and so it would be better for them for Congress to tell them
that they can not bave cash, but can have an insuranee policy instead,
on the theory that they would waste the eash. Now, my friends, I
think any man ought to be ashamed to offer that argument.

These ex-service men and women are all aduolt people, just like we
are here. Surely they are capable of taking a small sum of money
and handling it as would best serve their own Interests. What right,
I ask you, has any Member of Congress to take the position that he
ghould set himself up as the self-appointed guardian of the ex-service
people of the Nation? What right have we to say to these grown men
and women that they can not have this compensation in money because
they would not have sense enough to handle it if they did get it? I
feel that such an argument is a downright insult to them, and I do
not take amy stock in it. They know what they need better than
anyoné else knows, and I think they ought to be given the opportunity
to take their compensation in cash if they want it that way, so that
they can use it to their best advantage as they see fit. They would
use It for necessities of life, which they are now in peed of in many
cnses, or It would be used for different kinds of permaneént invest-
ments, according to the wishes of the individual man or woman, and
in any event this money wonld find its way rapidly into the channels
of business in this country and would help buginess conditions in
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every nook and corner of the country instead of upsetting the economie
conditlons of the eountry.

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if there are those who
must borrow whatever amount they can, even though the
amount be so pitifully small—and undoubtedly there are
many—they should surely not be required to pay 6 per cent
interest. The Government should be just as liberal as possible
with the needy ex-service people whose circumstances may be
such as to compel them to borrow now; and I submit for your
earnest and sympathetic consideration this letter from the
national legislative committee of the American Legion wherein
we find good reasoning to support their suggestion that the
rate of interest should not be more than 4 per tent:

STATEMENT OF JOHN THOMAS TAYLOR, VICE CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL LEGIS-
LATIVE COMMITTEE THE AMERICAN LEGION

Mr. Chairman and members of the Ways and Means Committee : The
American Legion appreciates this opportunity of appearing before your
committee on the legislation which you are now considering to amend
the adjusted compensation act. The many bills before you provide
that direct Government loans may be made to veterans upon their
adjusted service certificates, supplemental to the bank loans already
authorized under the law.

There seems to be a general feeling in this committee and in the
Comgress that some a datory re should be enacted at the
present session of Congress. The American Legion is in hearty accord
with this sentiment, and we urge that prompt action be taken by your
committee so that the adjusted compensation act may be amended in
this respect prior to adjournment on March 4, next.

While it has been the unanimous opinion of those appearing here
to-day that the law should be amended, this same unanimity does not
exist on the form this legislation should take. MMeasures are now
pending before your commitee and have been advocated to-day which
would provide that these direct Government loans be made from the
adjusted service certificate fund or from the reserve fund of the United
States Government life insurance policies, and from a combination of
these two funds. These funds are ample for the purpose. The cer-
tificate fund contains $320,000,000, and the insurance fund $211,-
000,000. The earnings of the certificate fund are restricted to 4 per
cent by law, while the insurance fund is now earning 4.6 per cent.

Rates of interest to be charged the veterans for these loans have
been suggested at 5 per cent or 6 per cent interest, compounded an-
nually. In this conneetion I should like to call to the attention of the
committee the following figures, which have been obtained from the
United States Veterans' Bureau:

The avernge age of the veterans was on January 1, 1925, 83 years,
The face value of the average certificate issued $1,028.90, upon which
the loan value at the average age on January 1, 1927, was $00.53.

Experience of life insurance companies shows that policyholders'
loans made against the reserve of insurance policies are rarely repaid.
I believe it is the concensus of opinion that this same experience will
be had with loans on ndjusted service certificates, and that the vast
majority of the veterans who borrow against their eertificates will not
repay these loans. In this event the loans will remain as a compound
interest bearing charge against the policies for the 18 years in which
they have to run to maturity.

There is no means of ascertaining at the present date just what
proportion of veterans will borrow against their adjusted-service certifi-
cates, or what portion will regard their certificates as paid-up life-
insurance policies, to be serupulously guarded as a protection for their
families or against their old age. In passing, I might say that the
American Legion has consistently requested the veterans to regard
their adjusted-service certificates in the same light they would paid-up
life-insurance policies for which they had paid the premiums out of
their own pockets. We have advised them not to borrow upon their
certificates any more than they would npon such paid-up life-insurance
policies,

Director Hines has told you that 3,303,000 adjusted-service certifi-
cates had been issued by the burean up to January 1, 1927. There
is no way at present of estlmating the number of these veterans whe
will borrow upon their certificates. It was estimated this morning by
one Congressman that 75 per cent of the veterans would borrow. For
the sake of illustrating the point I have in mind, I will assume that
one-third of the veterans will borrow against their eertificates, and that
of this number 1,000,000 will not repay their loans but will allow
them to remain as compound-interest-bearing charges against their
certificates, the face value of the loans plus the 18 years' compound in-
terest to be deducted at the maturity of the certificate.

I should now like to submit the effects of compound Interest on these
loans at from 4 per cent to 6 per cent for the 18-year perlod of such
loans.

The average loan will be $80.53. At the end of 18 years this loan
plus compound interest at % per cent would create a debt against the
face value of the policy of $183.40; at 414 per cent it would create a
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debt of $199.94; at 5 per cent, a debt of $217.87; at 514 per cent,
a debt of $237.32; at 6 per cent, $258.40—an indebtedness on the $90
loan which would be $75 greater than it would be if the interest rate
is set at 4 per cent.

Should 1,000,000 men fail to repay their certificate loans and the
compound interest rate be set at 6 per cent, this would mean an in-
creased earning for the Government of $75,000,000, which would be
paid out of the pockets of the men least able to afford it—that is, the
men whose poverty or necessity has caused them to borrow on their
adjusted-service certificates,

Considerable discussion has been had before the committee to-day
as to the increased earnings which certificate loans at 6 per cent would
bring to the insurance fund, which is now earning 4.6 per cent.

The 500,000 World War veterans who have Government life-insurance
policies are perhaps the most prosperous class out of the 4,200,000
veterans entitled to adjusted compensation. On the contrary, the
1,000,000 who may fail to repay their certificates are probably the
least prosperous class of World War veterans.

I submit to you gentlemen that it would be manifestly unfair to
charge an extra 2 per cent on the loans of the most unfortunate class
of World War veterans, and donate thizs sum to the most prosperous
class of World War veterans—the holders of United States Government
life-insurance policies.

We believe that the rate of interest to be charged on these loans
by the Government should not exceed 4 per cent. The adjusted com-
pensation act provides that the adjusted-service-certificate fund shall
accumulate at the rate of 4 per cent a year, and the Treasury De-
partment has created a special form of Government indebiedness bear-
ing 4 per cent interest, in which these funds have been invested.

We can not see the justice in the Government paying only 4 per
cent interest on these invested funds and at the same time requiring
the needy veteran to pay a 6 per cent return on the money out of
this same fund. These are both investments, equally secured by the
Gover t, and should therefore bear equal rates of interest.

We recognize that the present law charges the veteran 6 per cent
on defaulted bank loans, which the Veterans' Bureau will assume in
the future, We believe that this 6 per cent rate should also be changed
to 4 per cent.

Should the rate on certificate loans be fixed at 4 per cent there
would be po incentive for thelr investment through the insurance
fund, For this reason we suggest that these loans be made directly
from the certificate fund, and that the rate of interest be set at 4
per cent compounded annually—the same rate at which the Govern-
ment allows the certificate fund to accumulate in the Treasury.

One more thing. The necessity of veterans requesting certificate
loans is so great that they would probably accept these loans regard-
less of the rate of Interest fixed by the Congress. It is our belief that
the veteran who needs money so urgently that he feels it proper to
borrow upon his certificate, would borrow just as readily if the rate
were set at 6 per cent, or 8 per cent, compounded annually, as he
would should the Congress set the interest rate at 4 per cent. Yet,
consider the far-reaching effect the rate of interest set by the Congress
will have upon the amount of money the needy veterans will receive
at the maturity of their certificates.

In the opinion of the American Leglon, it is the duty of the Con-
gress to protect the veterans in this connection, so that the benefits
heretofore awarded them may not be diminished through an exaction
which requires the needless return of needy veterans’ money to the
Treasury. The veteran will not be prevented from making loans
through the setting of a high Interest rate. We, therefore, appeal
to you to set this rate at 4 per cent compound interest, or at a
maximum of 416 per cent, This latter interest rate on 1,000,000
loans would earn more than $16,000,000 for the Government, a smm
vastly in excess of the Government expense in this conmection. T do
not believe that the Ways and Means Committee nor the Congress
desires that the richest Government in the world shall profit at the
expense of needy veterans, and it is with this thought In mind that
the foregoing is submitted for the consideration of the Ways and
Means Committee.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 38 minutes to the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Corrins].

Mr. COLLINS. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the commit-
tee, I feel that I have a twofold interest in the school system
of the District of Columbia in that I have two children in the
schools of Washington and also because I am a property owner
in the District. Therefore, I do not yield to the superintendent
of schools or to anyone else a larger interest in the school
system of the District that I feel that I possess myself. In
the consideration of the schoolroom needs and the school-
teacher needs of the District, or for that matter similar needs
of any other municipality in the United States, there iz a rule
laid down to the effect that a school classroom ought to house
40 pupils in the elementary schools and from 30 to 33 pupils
in what is known as high school ; that is, the senior high school
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and the ninth grade of jumior high schools. The same rule
applies to teachers. There should be a classroom teacher in
the elementary schools for every 40 pupils and a classroom
teacher for every 30 to 33 pupils in the high schools. It is an
easy matter for us to determine, therefore, whether we have
adequate teacher service in the schools of the District of
Columbia. The proper method, of course, would be to go to
the high schools and find out the number of pupils in the high
schools of the District, and to go to the junior high schools and
find out the number of pupils there, and to the elementary
schools and find out the number of pupils there, and divide the
number of pupils in each by the number of regular classroom
teachers. Then we would determine in our own minds, inde-
pendent of any expert advice, whether the rule has been fol-
lowed in the District of Columbia or not. Therefore, in ad-
vance of the hearings I had made for me a chart giving this
information. Then I averaged them by schools—elementary,,
high schools, and junior high schools—and I found in the Dis-
trict of Columbia that the average number of pupils per teacher
in the high schools was 19.97, less than 20, and that the average
number of pupils per teacher in our junior high schools in the
District was 19.54. 8o that in both the high schools and the
junior high schools we have less than 20 pupils per teacher.
Everyone, including Doctor Ballou himself, stated that in the
junior and senior high schools the average ideal classroom is
from 80 to 33. He uses those words—

the ideal size class for a teacher 1s from 30 to 33 pupils.

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLLINS. Yes.

Mr, HUDSON. Did the gentleman make any survey as to
how many of those teachers are male teachers in the high
schools?

Mr. COLLINS. I did not.

Mr. HUDSON. Does the gentleman know that, for instance,
in the Western High School, with approximately 1,600 pupils,
there is only one male teacher?

Mr. COLLINS. No.

Mr. HUDSON. And he is 72 years old.

Mr. COLLINS., 1 did not go into that.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. May I ask the gentlemin——

Mr. COLLINS, Let me go ahead and I think I will cover
everything, Now, in the elementary schools of the District
Doector Ballou testified that the ideal size class is 40.

Mr., HOUSTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLLINS. Not now, if the gentleman will excuse me.
The average ideal size class is 40, and we find that the elemen-
tary school in the District have 31.24 per teacher, or 31 pupils,
average per classroom in the elementary classroom. And mind
you in these computations only the regular classroom teachers
are considered. There are 437 other teachers in the District
who are not considered at all in making up these calculations,
Now, in these tables which I have just read you, you may ask
what basis did you take, did you consider the total attendance
or the total enrollment of the schools? Did you take what
Doctor Ballou calls the actual enrollment as of a certain date
or take the average enrollment or the average daily attend-
ance?

I went to the best authority obtainable—to Doctor Phillips,
Chief of the Division of Statistics of the Bureau of Education.
He says to take what he terms the mumber belonging, which
means the average enrollment—not the total enrollment, but
the average enrollment, I submitted the table to Doctor Ballou
and asked him to prepare one of his own similar to the one I
had prepared, and he did so, and it is in the hearings. The
only difference in it is that he fignres the average number per
classroom and per teacher according to a different method.
He xes what he calls the actual enrollment, which amounts
to practically the entire enrollment of the school. But even
according to his figures the average number of pupils per
teacher in the senior high schools of the District is 22, and,
mind you, he is not taking into consideration special teachers.
He is taking what he terms the regular classroom teachers.
And what does he say should be the basis—30 to 33 pupils per
teacher. In the junior high schools the average number of
pupils per teacher, according to his figures, is 21.2. And as
to them he says that the high-school classes in the junior high
schools, which is the ninth grade, should be from 30 to 33;
the elementary grades, being the seventh and eighth, should be
40. In the elementary schools of the District his figures are
35.5, and he says that 40 is the ideal size class per teacher
in an elementary school. So it does not make any difference
whether you take the total enrollments, as he practically does
in his computation, or whether you take the average number
enrolled, the high schools of the District have more teachers
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than they actnally need to constitute what the best authorities
in this country say is the proper number of pupils per teacher,

Let us consider another table submitted by Doctor Ballon
which he terms * schoolhouse accommodations, high schools, evi-
dence of congestion.” Now, he takes the different high schools
and junior high schools of the Disirict, the Business, the Cen-
tral, and all the others, and he puts in one column what he
terms the capacity of these schools, and in another column the
excess number in actual attendance over what he terms “eca-
pacity.” All of these fizures amouut to, according to him, an
excess of 1,707 over the capacity of the schools. I have gone
carefully over that table and I find that according to his own
figures elsewhere given in the hearings that the high schools
have 22 pupils per elassroom and the junior high schools 21.2
per classroom, so this table gives us an incorrect picture of
the high-school capacities of the District. There is no excess
number of pupils per teacher in the high schools of the District.

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLLINS. Yes.

Mr. COLTON. Does Doctor Ballou submit these figures fo
his board? Who asgists in the preparation of them? May
1 say to the gentleman that the reason for my asking the ques-
tion is that if we can not rely upon the superintendent for
accurate information, who is there behind him or back of him
to whom we may go for reliable information? :

Mr. COLLINS. Oh, I do not know who prepared the figures,
1 know they were furnished to this committee. I know of the
misleading conclusions that I am able to find in them.

Mr., COLTON. I will say to the gentleman, if he will per-
mit, that I have made some little investigation concerning the
schools here, and it seems to be the general sentiment every-
where that the schools are not adequately provided for.

Mr. COLLINS, It is a simple matter for the gentleman to
determine for himself, Take the average enrollment of the
high schools and the number of teachers in them and divide
the one by the other will give the gentleman the information
he seeks—and so with the junior high schools and the elemen-
tary schools. And bear in mind that Doctor Ballou says that
40 per teacher is an ideal size class in the elementary schools
and from 30 to 33 in the high schools.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield there for a moment?

Mr. COLLINS. Yes.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It occurs to me that in not going
further than the gentleman is going he is perhaps limiting him-
self to too marrow a basis. The school aetivities should be
taken into account and the number of classes that are taught,
There are some schools that teach very few classes and others
that teach many, and the number of classes taught during the
day should be an item entering into the question.

Mr. COLLINS. Yes; taking the matter up in line with what
the gentleman from Alabama has just stated, the figures I
have just given are based on 499 high-school teachers. These
are Doctors Ballou’s figures. There are 415 classrooms in the
junior high schools. They have 202 regular classroom teachers
in junior high schools and 242 classrooms. In the elementary
schools there are 1,492 teachers and 1,414 classrooms. And,
mind you, those teachers added together are 437 less than the
total number of teachers in the District. In other words, there
are 437 teachers that are teaching music and art and the differ-
ent special subjects about which Mr. OLiver has just spoken.

Mr., SNELI. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLLINS. Yes.

Mr. SNELL. Where did the gentleman get his information
in regard to these various teachers and pupils? Who com-
piled your information, which yon say is much more accurate
than that which came from the superintendent of schools?

Mr. COLLINS. The table from which I have largely quoted
was furnished by Doctor Ballon, except that I use what
Doctor Phillips, the chief of the division of statistics in the
Bureau of Bducation, says is the proper method of computation,
whereas Doctor Ballon uses his own method.

Mr. FUNK, We also got information from the representa-
tive of the Parent-Teachers’ Association, which represents the
parents of the children who attend the schools; and apparently
those parents have as great an interest in the school facilities
and the number of teachers and the activities of the schools
as any other people.

Mr. SNELL. But that is not the only thing under consid-
eration in this discussion.

Mr. COLLINS. The figures I have used are as of November
1 and were obtained from Doctor Ballou’s office.

Mr. SNELL. Who took those figures?

Mr. COLLINS. Mrs. Bannerman made up the first table
from records in the superintendent's office. Then Doctor Bal-
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lou furnished the committee with a similar table. The tables
mean nothing, except that I wanted listed the number of class-
room teachers and the whole enrol! ient, the average daily
attendauce, and so on. The figures in each table, however, you
may be sure, are substantially the same as the figures fur-
nished by Doctor Ballon, except, as I said, I used the average
enrollment as a basis for figuring the number of classrooms
per teacher, and he uses what he calls the actual enrollment,

For instance, in the elementary schools, according to his
fizures, he says the total enrollment is 52,660 pupils in the
elementary schools and the whole enrollment is 52,694, In other
words, his actnal enrollment is just 84 under the total enroll-
ment.

Mr. SNELL. I am not familiar with the figures; but I would
take this position, that I would expect a gentleman in Mr.
Ballow's position fo know just as much about the general con-
ditions and to be as well qualified to speak as the Parent-
Teachers' Association. I have nothing against the Parent-
Teachers’ Association, but I would suppose that the figures he
prepared and presented would represent the actual conditions
thaut exist rather than the figures made by somebody outside,
not scquainted with the whole proposition, who picked off
figures from the records in his office.

Mr. COLLINS. I told the gentleman that there was no dif-
ference in the figures. The number of teachers in each table is
practically the same. The number of pupils is practically the
game in each column, except that Doctor Ballou uses a method
of calculation not accepted by the United States Department of
Education. Instead of using the figure of 52,660, which he says
is the actual enrollment, I use 50,670, becanse that is the aver-
age number belonging to the elementary schools of the Distriet,
and Doctor Phillips, the chief of the division of statistics in
the Burean of Education, says that is the proper figure to use.

Mr, SNELL. I understand part of it. I did nof understand
it entirely. I admit my inability ; but the impression which the
gentleman gave to the House, as I understood, was that the
figures given by Doctor Ballou were not aceurate and could not
be depended npon and that the statement of the Parent-Teach-
ers’ Association should be accepted.

Mr. COLLINS. No. I stated that the figures Doctor Ballou
gave were misleading.

Mr. SNELL. I would not put up my knowledge against that
of the gentleman ; but I have known Doctor Ballou for a number
of years, and I do not want that statement to go unchallenged,
becauxe I do not think he is that kind of a man.

Mr. COLLINS. That is just a difference of opinion.

Mr, SNELL. That is true; it is a difference of opinion, but
I did not want that to go unchallenged, because I do not think
he is that kind of a man.

Mr. ARENTZ. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., COLLINS Yes.

Mr. ARENTZ. You mean to say by referring to the actual
enrollment, that if on September 1 there were 50,000 pupils
enrolled and there shounld be 10 or 100 die or 100 move some
place else, that the actual enrollment on the Ist of October
wonld be 50,000 less the number that had moved away?

Mr. COLLINS. The total enrollment covers everybody who
has ever had their names on the books. The proper method is
to take the average nmumber whose names have been on the
rolls and use that. Let me read you what Doctor Phillips says
and maybe we can clear it up:

I might add that by average number belonging we mean the average
number of puplls that are ecarried on the register and who are being
, recorded each day as present or absent. It does not include those who

have been enrolled but are dropped for any reason. School systems
differ in regard to the length of time pupils are ecarried before being
dropped. In some States the pupil is dropped after he has been absent
for three consecutive days. In other States he s carried on the register
as long as he lives within the district whether he attends school or not.
Lack of uniformity in regard to the definition of when a pupil belongs
to a school renders this Item a little bit unstable as a basis for de-
termining school costs, although it is an excellent basis for use in a
school building program. As & rule we do not build churches especlally
fo~ Easter Sunday but for the regular congregation, While school
attendance does not fluctuate as much as does church attendance, the
game principle holds. A district ean not afford to construct buildings
for the peak of enrcllment, and on the other hand, can not ignore the
regular enrollment us shown by the average number belonging. As
long as the child {8 on the register, even though temporarily absent
for good and sufficient reasons, the school authorities find it necessary
to make provision for him upon his return.

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield right there? 0%
Mr. COLLINS. Yes, ¥
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Mr. BSCHAFER. For instance, you state——

Mr. COLLINS. I will answer a question, but I will not yield
for a statement.

Mr. SCHAFER. All right., How can you use your average
attendance and keep within a certain limit of pupils per school-
room, becanse in one certain month you will have a high aver-
age while in other months you will have a lower average?

Mr. COLLINS. I am taking the average enrcllment.

Mr. SCHAFER. Then in some months you are going to
have—

Mr. COLLINS. I am taking the average enrollment to No-
vember 1, the latest date obtainable, The gentleman from
New York made some statement with reference to Doctor Bal-
lou's figures. We had Doctor Ballou before this same com-
mittee last year, and he estimated for two junior high schools,
his teacher needs for two junior high schools, to wit, the Francis
Junior High School and the Stuart Junior High School. He
stated that each one of them would be completed daring the
fiscal year 1927; that they had 24 schoolrooms each; and he
asked us to provide teacliers for those two junior high schools,
and we provided him with teachers for them, and he comes be-
fore this committee again and asks us for teachers this year
for these same two junior high schools, and they have not been
completed yet.

Mr, ZIHLMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLLINS. Yes.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I notice in the hearings that the genileman
differed very materially with Doctor Ballou as to the number
of teachers; that he estimated there were 221 less teachers
than Doctor Ballou said there were.

Mr. COLLINS. No; the gentleman just did not read enough
of the hearings. The gentleman did not read the hearings
correctly.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Then you do not differ with bhim as to the
number of teachers?

Mr, COLLINS. The total teachers of the Distriet is 2,6581.
Now, let us consider another aspect of the case. Here is a
table which gives the actual number of enrollment in the
gchools. I am taking the total enrollment of the schools, Cer-
tainly that ought to satisfy anybody.

In 1916 this total enrollment was 59,526, and in 1926 it was
74,903. His teachers in 1916 were 1,787, and his teachers at the
present time are 2,681, Now, if you take the difference between
the total enrollment in 1926 and the total enrollment in 1916
and the increase in teachers provided for the schools you will
find that Congress is giving him an increase of a teacher for
every 17 new pupils enrolled in the District schools—17—and
certainly that ought to satisfy even the gentleman from New
York [Mr. GrirFIN]. Now, that increase covers all of the
schools, the elementary schools, high schools, and junior high
schools. Nobody can justly claim we have been miggardly with -
Doctor Ballou in providing him with teachers.

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. COLLINS. Yes.

Mr. KETCHAM. Your statement, of course, is very fair, pro-
vided, of course, it is based upon the proposition that in 191¢
there was an adequate teaching force.

Mr, COLLINS. Obh, there are in the schools of the District
of Columbia 437 teachers other than regular classroom teachers
in junior and senior high schools and the elementary schools.
They have what they ecall the I. Q. superintendent—intelligence
guotient superintendent—who has around 25 teachers under her
who do clerical work. We have schools in this District, the
atypical schools, where the average daily attendance is scarcely
nothing, one with a teacher for one child in average daily
attendance.

Mr. KETCHAM. Of course, the gentleman nnderstands that
these new developments, for instance, along the I. Q. line, are
in line with what is being undertaken in other sections?

Mr. COLLINS. Oh, this work is of uncertain value.
can take $1,200 clerks and perform this same service.

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman just permit a state-
ment?

Mr. COLLINS.
permit a question,

Mr. EETCHAM. Then I will put it in the form of a ques-
tion. Does not the gentleman feel—

Mr. COLLINS. If the gentleman is going to put it that
way, I do not yield.

Mr, KETCHAM. Of course, if the gentleman does not care
to yield——

Mr. COLLINS. I decline to yield.

Mr. KETCHAM. All right; I will remember that.

Mr. COLLINS. Very well.

Mr, KETCHAM. Well, we will just let It go at that,

You

I can not yield for a statement, but I will
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Mr. COLLINS. I asked Doctor Ballou to furnish to this
committee a table prepared by the United States Bureaun of
Edueation, which gives the cities of over 100,000 population
and more, and likewise the average daily attendance of schools
in these cities, and the per capita cost, as well as the total cnr-
rent expenses of their schools; and the total average pupil
cost in the District of Columbia is $120.67,

Let us now fignre what that amounts to to the taxpayers of
the United States and the District of Columbia. Suppose we
added one child to each teacher of 2,681. This would be 2,681
new pupils. What would that cost, multiplied by this figure
of $120.67 per child? The total would be $322,000. In other
words, if the same teacher force would take care of one more
child per teacher we would save $322,000; and still that does
not give the whole picture, because in it we have not estimated
anything for the housing of the child. Under the administra-
tion of Doctor Ballou the addition of 2,681 pupils to the schools
of the District would cost the Distriet nearer $1,000,000.

In thig connection there are only three cities on this list
with a higher per eapita cost than the District of Columbia ;
and, mind you, every city listed has a bonded indebtedness ex-
cept the city of Washington, and if this city had a bonded
indebtedness, the cost would be even greater than it is now.

Let us go further with reference to this particular table. Let
us consider maintenance of the school plant, which means repair
of buildings, the cost in the District amounts to $8.16 per child.
In the last 10 years this item per child has increased in the
Distriet of Columbia from $2.23 to $8.16, and this year it will
be still more. The fixed charges in District schools are lower
than in most of the cities, and this is because of the fact that
interest on bonded indebtedness is figured in the fixed charges
and there is no bonded indebtedness on the schools of the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Mr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. COLLINS. Yes.

Mr. HUDSON. With respect to the figures the gentleman
gave a moment ago on maintenance, did the committee find any
reason for this great inerease in these years?

Mr. COLLINS. I will cite the gentleman one case. I asked
some one to furnish the committee with a list of the amounts
that had been expended on new school buildings for repairs and
preparation of grounds, and so on. This was furnished. I
found in that list an item of $201 and some odd cents for the
removing of a tree. I can take two colored men from my home
town, bring them to the ecity of Washington, pay their railroad
fare and the cost of living in Washington for a day, and pay
them $5 a day while they are here, and cut down that tree and
remove it, pay their expenses and railroad fare back home, and
save money for the District on the transaction. [Laughter and
applause.]

Mr. Chairman, the superintendent of the District schools
would have the public believe that he is fighting singly and
alone the battle for the school children of the District of
Columbia, and that the Appropriations Committee by their
failure to provide for every item favored by him has done
irreparable injury to the educational system of the Distriet.
There is nothing strange about this position. It is always
assumed by those who wish to justify erroneous eontentions.
1 am a taxpayer of the Distriet of Columbia and have two chil-
dren in the schools of the District, and hence I feel that I
have un equal interest in the welfare of the schools with Doctor
Baliou. I kunow that other members of the Appropriations Com-
mittee are similarly interested in the District's schools. The
only question we have to decide in passing on school appro-
priations is whether Doctor Ballou's program of extravagant
expenditures is to be favored and encouraged or whether the
schools should be administered wisely and in line with the
thounght of the best educators throughout the country.

I propose to show to this House that Doctor Ballou’s program
is extravagant, wasteful. unwisely planned and administered,
and seems to be conceived and promoted for the benefit of
persons other than the school children.

Let us consider, first, the teaching staff according to school
population, Doctor Ballou's testimony before the subcommittee,
on page 539 of the Hearings of the Subcommitiee of the House
Committee on Appropriations, 1928, states that 40 pupils per
teacher in the elementary schools is in line with an ideal school
estimate and that around 30 or 33 pupils per teacher for the
high schools is an ideal size clags. All this means that a teacher
in the elementary schools should not have over 40 pupils under
her and that a high-school teacher should not be required to
teach a high-school class of over 30 or 33 pupils.

I have taken the schools of the District of Columbia as they
appear from the records in Doctor Ballou's office as of Novem-
ber 1, 1926, and find that the average number of pupils per
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teacher in all high sclhiools is 10.77 and that the average number
of pupils per teacher in all junior high schools is 19.54 and that
in the elementary schools the average number of pupils per
teacher, not including atypical, ungraded, and special schools,
is 31.24, and the average number of pupils per teacher for the
entire District of Columbia is 23.1. A complete table by schools,
taken from records in Doector Ballou's office, I am inserting as
Exhibit A. I requested Doctor Ballou to furnish the subrom-
mittee with a table giving the same information as is contained
in Exhibit A as of November 1, 1920, and this be furnished the
committee, and it appears on pages 544, 545, 546, 547, and 548
of the hearings, and this table gives the number of pupils per
classroom teacher in the senior high schools as 22; and in the
junior high schools, 21.2; and in the elementary schools, 35.5:
and, according to the tables furnished us by him, he is below
his ideal-size class in every instance, and I might add in this
connection that he deliberately made his pupils per teacher as
high as was possible by using a method of computation fla-
grantly at variance with all proper and standard methods of
making such computations. He uses what he fterms aetunal
enrollment, an unheard-of method, and fizures which are about
the same in size as the total enrollment of the schools. To illus-
trate: His table shows that there were 52,604 pupils in the
elementary schools, and what he terms * actual enrollment” is
52,660—just 34 below total enrollment, And in many instances
his “actual enrollment ™ at many schools is shown to be more
than his total enrcllment, something to my mind that is incon-
ceivable. What he shonld use is the average number of pupils
belonging to the schools. This does not mean average
attendance.

It means the average number of pupils that actnally belong to
the schools or the average number carried on the rolls of the
school. The following excerpt from a letfer weitten January
14, 1925, by Dr. Frank M. Phillips, chief of the division of
statistics of the Bureau of Education, gives this as the correct
method of computation: 3

I might add that by *“average number belonging’™ we mean the
average number of pupils that are carried on the register and who are
being recorded each day as present or absent. It does not include those
who have been enrolled but are dropped for any reason. Bchool systemsa
differ in regard to the length of time puplls are carrled before being
dropped. In gome Btates the pupil is dropped after he had been absent
for three consecutive days. In other States he Is carried on the register
as long as he lives within the district, whether he attends school or not,
Lack of uniformity in regard to the definition of when a pupil belongs
to a school renders this item a little bit unstable as a basis for
determining school costs, although it is an exeellent basls for use in a
school-building program. As a rule we do not build churches especially
for Easter Sunday, but for the regular congregation. While school
attendance does not fluctuate as much as does church attendance, the
same principle holds. A district can not afford to construct buildings
for the peak of enrollment, and, on the other hand, can not ignore the
regular enrollment as shown by the average number belonging. As long
as the child is on the register, even though temporarily absent for good
and sufilcient reasons, the school authorities find it necessary to make
provision for him wpon his return,

And I might further add that the teachers that are listed in
my HExhibit A are the regular classroom teachers and Doctor
Ballou’s table on pages 544 to 548 are regular classroom teach-
ers. They do not include the school librarians, music, drawing,
physical training, manual training, domestic art, domestic
science, gardening, speech correction, visual instruetion, nor the
supplementary teachers, who include coaching, research, and
annual substitute teachers, nor have been included the teachers
in the normal schools, vocational schools, the atypical, ungraded,
Americanization, and health teachers.

To illustrate: The table on page 561 of the hearings show
that the total number of teachers, including teaching principals,
as 2,681, while the teachers in the senior high schools ave 499
and in the junior high school 263 and the elementary schools
1,482, or a total of 2,244 teachers, which means that there are
437 other teachers provided for the other teaching activities of
the schools of the District.

Many of the tables that are inserted in the hearings by
Doctor Ballou are wholly untrustworthy and can not be used
for the guidance of persons seeking correct information about
the schools of the district. Take the table on page 602 of the
hearings, which he submits to show congestion In the high
schools, This table undertakes to show that an excess over
capacity exists in the 15 senior and junior high schools listed
in the table as 1,707. A mere reference to another table fur-
nished by him, which I have already referred to and which can
be found on page 545, gives the number of pupils per classroom
teacher in the senior high schools as 22 and the number of
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pupils per room as 246, and, mind you, his computations are
made on figures that are almost identical with the total enroll-
ment of the schools., If they were based on the number be-
longing, as they should be, they would average for high-school
teacher 19.77 and for other junior high school 19.54. I am sub-
mitting a table fully setting out the facts in each school and am
marking it “ Exhibit B.”

Let us now consider that actual request of Doctor Ballou, a
request that the commiftee saw fit to deny, and that was the
request for 74 new teachers. He states in a table on page 535
that-25 of them are for the elementary grades, 44 for the junior
high schools, and b for the senior high schools, making a total
of 7T4. See page 536. He bases his net average for elementary
teachers on the average annual increase in the enrollment in
the elementary schools, which he says during the last year has
amounted to 891 pupils. I have already shown by his own
figures that there was no basis for this plea for additional
teachers, because, according to computations made by me on
the average number of pupils per teacher belonging in the
schools of the District, this average is 31.24, and according to
Doctor Ballou's table, which, as I have before stated, is based
on a figure practically equal to the enrollment, the average
number of pupils per teacher in the schools is 35.5, so there is
certainly no necessity for an increase of teachers in the ele-
mentary schools,

Now, with reference to the junior high schools, 23 of the
teachers needed are for the Garnet-Patterson and the Gordon
Junior High Schools, and neither of these schools will be ready
for occupancy during the fiscal year 1928. Of the rest of the
44 estimated as needed in junior high schools, 2 are for the
Hine addition, T for the Francis, 3 for the Randall, and 7 for
the Stewart.

Now, as to the Stewart, it is a 24-room building, and Doctor
Ballou, on page 693 of the hearings on the District appro-
priations for 1827, stated that this school would be completed
during the fiscal year 1927 and he estimated his total teacher
needs for the school and the Congress guve them to him, and
this vear he undertakes to fudge on us and reauests teachers
for this same school again. He likewise requested teachers for
the Franecis Junior High School, which he stated would also
be completed during the fiscal year 1927, and we gave him
the total teachers that he needed to take care of the needs of
this school, and now he undertakes to fudge on us by request-
ing teachers for this school, when we have already provided
him with all the teachers’ service that he said was needed. He
says he needs five teachers for increased enrollment in the
high schools and in his statement last year on school needs he
tells us on page 693 of the hearings that about one-third of the
room in junior high schools will be occupied by 9A and 9B
grades and will correspond with the freshman classes now in
the senior high schools, thus the senior high schools will be
relieved of congestion to that extent. In ofher words, every
time a junior high school is constructed relief is extended to
senior high schools and high school teacher force and so from
his own testimony there is mo necessity for additional teach-
ing force in the senior high schools, especially since it has
been shown that the high-school attendance is between 19 and
20 pupils per teacher.

The truth is that Doctor Ballou's statements are frequently
inconsistent, at variance with former statements, unreliable and
seem to be made for the purpose always of bolstering up
unnecessary, unwarranted, and extravagant expenditures. For
instance, on page 692 of the hearings last year, in discussing
the average annual increase in enrollment in the elementary
gchools, from 1914 to 1920, he stated this enrollment was 780
* pupils and from 1920 to 1924, he stated it was 870 pupils and
for the whole 10-year period he stated it was 813 pupils. This
year, on page 535 of the hearings on the bill for 1928, he says
the average increase in enrollment in the elementary schools
during the last five years was 804 and during the last 10
vears, 1,021. His increased enrollment last year in the ele-
mentary schools he puts at 780, which would certainly make
his figures given the committee this year untrustworthy and
wholly at variance with past figures. He gives on page 566
the increase in enrollment up to December, for all the schools,
as being 981,

The superintendent of schools in his requests for additional
teachers always makes these requests on what he terms esti-
mated increases in enrollments, and he makes these estimates
for the high schools and the elementary schools, but makes
no estimates for the junior high schools, but testifies that he
considers the ninth grade in the junior high schools as belong-
ing to the high schools and the seventh and eighth grades
in junior high schools as belonging to the elementary schools.
Upon these estimates, which have always been largely in ex-
cess of average enrollments, Congress has heretofore given
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him large increases in the number of teachers. Of course,
teachers should not be selected on the basis of enrollment, as
I have already fully pointed out, but should be provided for
on the basis of the average daily enrollment of the schools,
which are termed average number belouging. But let us con-
sider the subject as Docfor Ballon wishes us to, and we find
that the total enrollment of the schools for 1916 was 59,526
and for the year 1926 it was 74,903, and this gives us a net
inerease in enrollment of 15377, and his number of teachers
in 1916 was 1,787 and his number of feachers in 1926 was
2,681, which gives ns a net increase in teacheérs of 894. In
other words, the Congress has provided him with a new sehool
teacher for every 17 pupils enrolled in the schools of the
Distriet of Columbia since 1916.

The whole truth about the matter is that these increases in
teachers have not been going into the schoolrooms. Many of
them are fad teachers and many others of them are used in
departments where clerks could do the work equally well and
would cost the Government less money.

Now, let us next consider his plea for additional elassrooms.
As usual, he furnishes us with a table which he terms accumu-
lated shortage in classrooms as of November 1 of each year.
This table appears on page 602 of the hearings, and in it he
lists, first, 65 classrooms fo eliminate 65 portables. I attach
it, marking it “ Exhibit C.” Portables are small frame school-
houses that are provided for schools that are not sufficiently
equipped with schoolrooms to supply school needs. Personally
I seriously doubt if the number wonld bz decreased even were
we to go so far as to build twice as many school buildings as
have already been comsiructed, for they are used for propa-
ganda purposes pure and simple. Of course, this does not mean
that they are not sometimes needed, for they are sometimes
needed in sections of the District that have been built up
rapidly.

I am submitting as Exhibit D a table containing all of them
that I have beén able to discover from the school records, 62
in all, and the table names the schools to which they are
attached, the number of pupils per classroom at each school
according to the average number belonging, and also the num-
ber of pupils per classroom according to the imperfect method
used by Doctor Ballon. According to this table, the average
number of pupils belonging per school at which the portables
are located amount to 38.5, and according to Doctor Ballou's
imperfect method of computation the average per classroom
at the schools where they are located is 40.4, The elimination
of Maryland and Virginia children from District schools would
greatly reduce the number of portables in some schools. But
even with these children in the schools a carefully thought-out
building program, conceived only in the interest of the school
children, would have already relieved this situation, and this
could have been accomplished with smaller appropriations than
have been spent during the régime of Doctor Ballou.

He next lists as necessary 24 schoolrooms to eliminate rented
quarters. I have gone over the list which he submits to the
committee, which appears on pages 621 and 622 of the hearings.
The list gives the location of the rented properties. It appears
as Exhibit B. I am unable to determine how he is able to
figure that it is necessary to bulld 24 schoolrooms to take
care of the activities now conducted in these rented properties.
Three of these remted properties are for school gardens, and
certainly no schoolrooms are needed to take their places.
One rented is the Friendship Baptist Church, and is now used
for certain activities of the Randell Junior High School Annex.
It has already been vacated. Five of them are for atypiecal
classes, where a total of about 30 children are being taught,
and it is very much better for these schools to be conducted in
rented buildings than in regular old-type school buildings, be-
cause there is no regularity of attendance with atypical chil-
dren, and then this class of children does not always exist in
the same localities. Four of them are taken up with cooking
and sewing classes and household arts, and the last one is a
vacant piece of ground, where are located the portables of the
Wilson School. A school superintendent must be possessed of
a highly inventive mind to be able to conjure up a classroom
shortage out of this list equal to 24 rooms. Certainly, if huge
expenditures are to be made for school buildings, this is not the
place to begin. I submit a list giving cost of rented space and
buildings and have marked it * Exhibit BE.”

He next states that it is necessary to build 22 classrooms
fo eliminate undesgirable rooms. This is a matter that no one
could discuss unless he was able to inspect the so-called unde-
girable rooms, which no member of this committee has been
able to do. : : :

He next lists in his table the necessity to build 42 classrooms
to reduce oversize classes. If he means by this item that there
are 42 oversize classrooms in the District, the committee has
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already taken care of this item, because the table furnished by
Doctor Ballou to the committee shows (p. 643 of the hearings)
that the Garnet Patterson Junior High School, which has
already been authorized and which will be built this year, will
take care of 49 oversize classes, more than the number men-
tioned above and referred to in Doctor Ballou’s table on page
602. He certainly means that there are only 42 oversize classes
in the District. And, certainly, figures elsewhere given by him,
particularly on pages 544 to 548, show that the average num-
ber of pupils in the junior high schools are 21.2 and in the
high schools 22 and in the elementary schools 35.5, and in the
schools as a whole 30.29 average.

The next item is 130 classrooms to eliminate 125 part-time
classes in grades 1 and 2 and five part-time classes in grades
above the second grade. It is my opinion that this item is
carried merely for the purpose of promoting a big ground buy
and building program. It has always been my understanding
that little tots, such as go to the first and second grades. should
not be required to work over three hours per day, as their lit-
tle minds should not be overworked, and schoolroom activities
for a longer time than this is an injury rather than a help to
children of their tender years.

In his next item he says it is necessary to build 156 class-
rooms to take care of classrooms located in buildings that
should be abandoned.

I have discussed each of these items in my Exhibit F, and
in this connection I call attention to Doctor Ballou's other
table mentioned on page 563 of the hearings, and from my
analysis and his table just referred to these could be easily
reduced from 156 down to 48, and with reference to these 48
classrooms they are in schools that at least equal in general
appearance and school suitability others in the District which
have not been recommended for abandonment and which are
generally classed as reasonably good school buildings.

The United States Bureau of Education publishes each year
a table giving the per eapita cost in city schools of cities of
over 100,000 population and more, and I asked Doctor Ballou
in the hearings to furnish this table to the committee, and he
has done go, and it appears on page 549 of the hearings. This
table T make an exhibit and mark “Exhibit G.” In the con-
sideration of the table it is well to remember that every city
listed has a bond issue except the District of Columbia, and
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the per capita cost of the District schools would be larger
than it is were it not for the fact that the District is free of a
bond issue, so this fact should be taken into consideration in
an examination of the table. Notwithstanding this fact, how-
ever, only three of the cities listed have higher per capita cost
than the District, whose per capita cost is $120.87. This cost
has mounted materially during the last two years, for in
1923-24 it was $99.86.

Only two of the cities listed have a higher instruction cost
in the day schools than the District, whose instruction cost per
child is $95.96. e

And only three listed have a school-plant operation cost
higher than the District, whose cost per capita is $11.86. In
this connection it is well to note the fact that every city listed
is in a colder climate than the Distriet of Columbia, and hence
the operation ecost of their school plants would naturally be
higher than the Distriet; still there are only three that are
higher. The maintenance of the school plant in the District of
Columbia is $8.16 per capita. There are only three cities listed
with a per capita cost for maintenance higher than that of the
District. In this connection, I might add that the cost of
maintenance of the plant in the District has gradually grown
year by year from 1916 down to date. In 1916 it was $2.23,
and for this year it is estimated to be around $9. With refer-
ence to the tabulation of fixed charges, it is not necessary to
mention this, because there is no bonded indebtedness in the
District, and interest on bonded indebteduess is usually covered
in fixed charges.

Unnecessary and wasteful expenditures on school plants and
a high and out of proportion number of teachers per school
population is reflected in the per capita cost of school children ;
and to bring hiome to you the magnitude of this, I direct your
attention to this one illustration: There are 2,681 teachers now
in the Distriet of Columbia schools. A difference of one pupil
per teacher throughout the system would make a total differ-
ence of 2,681 pupils, and figuring the per capita cost of each
child at the now prevailing per capita cost in the District at
$120.87, the prevailing per capita cost would give us the enor-
mous figure of $322,000, During the last four years we have
gone down from 26.19 children per teacher to 23.4 for last year,
and this is one of the large reasons why the per capita cost in
the District schools is steadily mounting.

Exnmir A
[Nov. 1, 1026]
|
Pupils per | Pupils per
Average Average
Number Enroll- teacher, | classroom,
of teachers | Number of classrooms | "0y m bﬁm column 4+ | column 5+
column 1 | column 2
1 2 3 4 5 6 T
WHITE S8CHOOLS
Fmst DivisioN (Mg. B. W. Mugch, 8. P.)
Addison s 8 265 251 262 a1l 32
Brown, E. V ]| 26 973 912 M6 35 49
Conduit Road._ 1 37 31 34 31 34
Coreoran-Jackson . Ay 18 509 540 575 30 36
Curtis-Hyde1._..__. 2 719 666 T04 30 11
Eaton, John 28 890 830 872 29 51
Fillmore 1 ________ 10 362 327 47 32 43
Industrial Home . - et 3 65 58 60 19 15
Reservoir.. ... 0 204 189 198 31 39
Tenley-Tanney. 4 5 17 518 480 504 23 31
Orant. e 10 328 304 317 30 26
R s i e 8 205 186 195 3 24
Toner..... 5 129 104 115 T m 14
Weightman 8 222 208 216 26 1
170 | 134—Pand B ... fooo .. 5,102 Y S R | 482
BEcOND Divisiow (Miss JANET McWiLLias, 8. P.)
Dennison. . 139 127 134 18| (U.G)11
Th: 664 591 625 34
3 e Y SO I S N e TR T T N ST T AT 0 e o B T 262 238 240 20 | 31
............ 7R b 18 e T AR 956 e AT e | TSR
Tmmb DivigioN (Dz. E. G, Kiasary, 8. P)
B e e e e L it ] 316 330 35 4
New Brightwood el e G L LN e Wl e LT AL 7 24 232 32| (A.TH 14
H.D.Cooke________. SR g 25 TH 740
Ty T G N T LRSI T AT R S R T 18 494 511 31| (U.G.)32
Jolnsor-BRDerolt oo s s e e Tt s R e s B e b 736 766 32
- =l 8 165 172 | 20 24
J o g b B O L ) O L0 e T A LA S e P R 26 821 850 | 31 29
Ross f 175 182 | 29 2
22 733 701 33 42
18 620 640 B 40
West___ .. 21 656 086 31 42
Whittier. ] 215 224 24 23
190 Semily e freai s | 404

1 Gets relief from junior high.

* Provided for in 1927,
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Exmisrr A—Continued

Pupils per | Pupils per
Average Average
Number Enroll- teacher, | classroom
of teachers | Number of classrooms SrisiE daily at- number |, oo el
tendance | belonging column 1 | column 2
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
* WHITE SCHOOLS—Continued
FourTE DrvisioN (Miss McWiLLiAM, 8. P.)
Force-Adams. 2 23 | 1248Hp=21. e s 725 857 600 2 a3
Henry-Polk 19 | 124-8=20____ 503 460 501 b 25
1,117 3 ot 11 U el e 55
Frrra Division (Mg. 8. M. EvLy, 8. P.)
Brookland-Bunker Hill 19 | 12424 lﬁ.-..-..--- 694 640 671 a4 42
B Pt e S 13 | BH1p=9______ 402 467 483 6 5
Emery-Eckington — 28 | 184+8=24______ 937 877 o260 31 a8
....... s T B 340 323 335 23 25
es-Arthur.______ b L | 694 624 666 28 a3
i - 18 | 10+1p+4p=15 608 572 503 a2 30
M 0B 542 509 533 2% =
ArvlOW e e L 34 15+59=-21-_.. 1,002 967 907 25 47
Blake 20 T R s 660 580 630 29 a1
188 | 140. 5, 569 87 et S NIV AT
L VEm L Syt e [y ) e R i) 2
P.2 396 1. FI b alient Bt el B S el PO RS R BN S TR
Total___ L0 A A
Aty., ungr., ete_. L P LR e T S RIS RN LS ST TR SR PR TR
White elementary. < 1,067 e
ary. 552 = = Il
Total el tary 1,619
‘White high schoaols. ... 619 L ...
Codlored high schools. . 207
Total .. _ 2,445
Total employed 2,690
Special itinerant, music, art, ete =1.% 225 ==} = SRS
BtiTe DrvEoN (Miss A. Davis, 8. P) |
Benning . i e e S A 244 211 241 2% b7
Blair-Hayes__ 23 3+8+213+19-19_ 762 708 738 31 38
B] - L3 el R 27 233 28 ]
arbery O M) 303 282 202 3L 6
Edmnnds-l\.{nnry 22 | 848=16. 766 723 759 33 47
Kenilworth L8 o RRt 141 132 138 33 5
10 | 84-1p=0 3 320 331 32 37
Lu oW~ Ts}inr 19 | 848=16. 616 585 610 3 a8
Madison L B S e aanz 209 307 a3 38
Peabody-Hilton.. - 27 | 124-8+1p= 835 780 814 20 a0
Pierce-Webb. 19 | 84+8=16__. 631 502 620- 31 30
Wheatley 18 | 20 743 705 733 39 36
176 | 138—P. and R. 5,579 BB o 445
SevExTH Divisiox (Miss E. A. HOMMER, 8. P.)
Brent-Dent . i 16 489 463 477 29 2
Bryan...... ; 18 656 625 647 35 46
Buch 20 736 601 718 4 49
Caongress Heights._ i 15 540 485 522 32 a7
(ot b P T e S o S e TS W SETR DS O R e R 4 21 004 664 693 31 44
Ketcham-Van Buren - Y 19 658 618 641 32 20
Lenox-French__. 12 260 257 271 21 19
Randle-Orr. 12 398 374 a9l 8 a2
8 3 80 ki3 78 24 19
Van Ness_. _..... 8 103 168 182 21 n
‘Wallach-Towers 20 679 638 666 32 30
164 - 5, 047 [ ) e e 358
Eigatr Division (Mmss McWiniiax) : i
Bradley.. - 9|8 320 206 sn 33 39
iy g s ot e S =N AU AR DI e - 13 4756 443 471 “ 29
G leaf ... S 8 160 180 21 (AT)22
Amidon .. _. 9 821 201 316
Smallwood-"‘-, 17 3+s=«m.._-_..._.,. 476 430 467 25 29
56 | 56 1,620 Lk e ] 17
B R b T S R R L P e e = - 958
NINTH DIvisioN (MR, B. W. PATTSON)
Atypieal:
G Btreet NE___. 2 29 25 28 12 1]
Conﬁm eights Annex .. 1 6 5 5 & 3
Ca tol Btreet... 8 48 40 43 13 7
1 13 11 11 I R
7 d Lawrence NE 1| Erented. oo 1 10 11 10 11
New Brightwood = 1 | Building report .. ] 7 7 L R
810 Sixth Street SW. 8| Srented....... 25 20 2 7 3
] Threlkeld - 214 21 18 17 9 4
ST
Fmrbmlm 1 [ 5 (] 5
Madison (portabie) 1 6 4 4 4
Morse 2 17 14 14 T
Hubbaed. : o s 4 4 4
u 1 | Building re = - TLE
D i [( hing) 1 do. & 13 8 9 B
House of detention 1 490 13 13 13

! Provided for in 1027,
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ExmisiT A—Continued
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Pupl]s per | Pupils per
Number Enroll- | Aversge | Average | "o ohor” | Gassroom,
of teachers | Number of classrooms | “pgyy” | daily at- | number column 4.+ column 5+
' Tl umn 2
1 2 3 4 [ (] 7
WHITE SCHOOLS—Continued .
Nixte DivisioN (Mg. B. W. Parmison)—Continued
Americanization _ __ - B R i b s e 190 214
(] ) B ey e R B S o e SR 2 47 36 42
M farg d ( g hing) f Bulilding 23 2113 %
acfarland (coaching). . report 8
Blake (open window) s T S, e T R 11 9 9
Abbott (voeational) oo L NEe e e e el 141 ] 110
COLORED SCHOOLS
TextE Division (Miss E. F. G. MERRITT, 8. P.)
Brigegs...- e 369 375 36 47
L SR = ATV LS, 593 611 33 47
Chain Bridge........ Fase 22 2 22 11
(‘lovelnnd LA i R e P S e S § TSR DL 58 561 32 47
Garrison.________ S 580 599 34 ar
Mi]itsry Bamd e e e e s 142 149 37 3T
Montgomery._ a7 348 33 43
g b O e S e e R S AT S i e 341 354 31 44
Reno. ... Y 4 130 131 25 34
Blawens. . o 710 740 35 41
. e e seepe 701 72T 35 40
Z 485 503 32 45
Wormley__.__. 205 315 29 39
Normal .. ... 192 198 21 22
5, 445 e A A e 401
ELEVENTH DivisioN (Miss MereirT, 8. P.)
1. F. Cook_ 19 704 46 670 34
Garuet-Patterson .. ____ .. ________..__._. 31 1,157 1,139 1,167 B e s e
Motk e a1 1,216 1,087 1,138 35 45
-Langston 21 756 719 i1 H 46
L3 e S R L AT S 3, 601 S | s 188
TweLFr DivisioN (Mg. L. L. PERrY 8. P.)
Atypical:
irney 1 9 8 8 8 4
b L S L I S e A L e e S 1 13 13 13 13
Cleveland... =y 1 12 10 11 10 11
Linmin. i 1 19 1 14 11 14
mpa - ‘| 5 4 5 4 5
Tw: g-, R 1|1 11 8 10 8 10
_____ 2 1 | Building report.._.... 24 22 23 2T | et
Ungmdnd -
Old Bell... + [ B KRSl AU e et 8 7 i 7 7
Birney 1 31 27 28 7 28
e e e O e e L 2 e 1 18 19 19 10 19
A - oo S T -l 1 19 13 156 13 15
Do.. e A s 1 15 12 14 12 14
2 e T i VI SO L 1 15 10 12 10 12
Monigomery. 1 21 16 18 16 18
e T A T R e S e T W AT g O 1 11 7 10 T 10
1 21 13 17 13 17
Do. 1 25 19 b 19 2
Harrison, health 4 52 43 48 11 6
Yocational:
M. M. Washington . <226 184 200 13 2
Phelps.... 171 122 145 12 12
THRIRTEENTH Divisiox (Me. J. C. Brucg, G. P.)
I o e o e e e e e i e 852 315 30 35 41
Banneker-Jones. ... _ 700 648 475 32 42
Bates Road (portable). ... ST 27 24 16 17 16 17
New Bell_. 22 2 e 608 531 573 26 35
626 574 608 30 32
677 618 646 34 48
7 650 684 31 42
268 240 251 a4 42
585 M8 [0 e B WL | 3 7= oy S
204 185 108 o] 16
533 478 408 32 31
T4 647 683 36 3
464 420 441 35 55
841 761 801 35 40
350 187 199 18 25
260 2] 8 20 34
466 420 440 32 44
____________ 7,460 7,842 B30
Total. .. 562 | Total, 406—P and R.. D e } ...........

1 Relief for junior high,
1 Provided junior high in 1927,

! In estimates.
¢ Provided four rooms in 1927.
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Exmieir A—Continued

Average Average | Number of | Number of
Nmf Emn‘: Eg;l:— daily number | pupils per | pupils per
Junior high schools and high schools attendance | belonging | teacher | classroom
1 2 3 4 5 = 6 7
WHITE
ColumbiaJonior Bigh . oo oiioooioi ot asis 52 a7 97 915 17 25
Hine FUndol BIgH . ol Lt i mp by et e 32 22 682 867 19 30
Jefferson Junior Hi h_.-h_ a2 20 582 531 573 16 28
Langley Junior High\.______. 28 13 621 600 617 21 47
Macfarland Junior Blgh ......... a5 2 691 666 i< 19 =
01d Brightwood Junior High e e i o e o 1 T ey iy (DL s ] TR Syt |
NIl e T e e L e 27 16 556 541 5562 20 34
206 - e e s S e b s
High schools:
(‘ent?:]_s.-_ 135 46 2,875 2, 686 2,808 19 6l
Eastern ~ | 7 o6 1,717 1, 683 1,752 21 a1
Western__ ... .. 53 39 1,236 1,171 1,200 2 31
MeKinley - 70 35 1,21 1,162 1, 206 18
Business. 58 a1 1,118 1,024 1,083 17 a5
L e e e R YA ) SRS e s et e i e
Wilson Normal i3 11 24 250 253 19 b~ ]
Wilson Normal Practice___. 5 10 206 n 286 54 28
COLORED
Randall Junior High ot o 21 516 476 504 17 24
Shaw Junior High. 36 b} W7 958 24 35
B e e i e e iy g PRt Sl L ] MBS
O T N = i o e Tote e e b e e et e e A e P e B i e A 62 42 1,633 1,585 1,681 25 45
Dunbar Buslmes 13t LR AN RS e S S e s S 5 48 222 194 210 3§ e
&5 20 1,048 886 996 16 490
T (R e X v o R T I At A
Miner Normal - 13 9 472 446 455 34 I 50
1 Provided for in 1927 act.
Personmel summary, high schools and junior high schools
Aves daily attendanm
White high Sl i O S e 7,726
Cclomd AR A v
o e ) et ettt e S ey S s - 10, 401
—n-—="3
Number teachers: -
‘White high school
Colored ... . J
Totsl - A R 8 et e A ot < ol m 5 e i e el B
Average number pupils per teacher in ail high schools. ..
Am? daily attendance:
ite gunjor high schoal i
Colore
Tatal
Number teachers:
“ hlr.e Junior high hool
b < R B RS L
Average number pupils per teacher in all junior high schools S
Personnel su ,. 1 tary school
Average daily attendance, not including atypical, nhgradsd. and achools, white ________________
Number not including at s, whlte L Lt
A number pupils per teacher, not Including atypioal, ungraded, an Hools, white.
( does not apadsl itinerant teachers (about 225) of mnsic;;cbmghy&ca] training, ete.) .
Average dally attendance, not including atypical ungrndeﬁ, and s P
Number teachers, not incindlng atypieal al schools, colored ... ...
Average number ils per teacher, not {ncl.uding at , ungraded, and special school: colored
Total average not i unsmded and s schools, white and colored
Total number mhera, not includin; st{nd unanded and special sc ools, e T e e R e e e e e
Average number pupils per teache, mﬁnx atypleal, ungraded, and special schools, white and colored
Exmamir B
Schoolhowse dati High schools— Evid. of i No ber 1, 1026
(Table from p. 602 of the hearings)
Euorollment, Nov. 1— Eaxcess in 1926
Per Capacity
Scton teacher | in 1026 ”
1920 1921 1922 1923 1024 1925 1026 Per class | Room
Busi 19.3 000 1,208 1,281 1,330 1,256 1,203 1,137 1,082 25.7 182
Central 21.8 2,300 2,837 3,072 3,182 3,276 3, 164 2,973 2,836 32.4 536
Eastern..... 25 1, 500 661 884 1,052 1, 307 1, 545 1,020 1, 751 4.1 251
McKinley 17.8 1, 100 1,208 1,464 1, 502 1,408 1,373 1,282 1,200 27.1 100
Western., 4 1, 200 B804 1,041 991 058 1,203 1, 226 26 26
Columbis Junior ! 187 300 140 251 301 09 0.7 37
Hine Junior!_... 21.4 150 148 177 131— 19 y -5 i} EATRE U
Jetferson Junior 1. o 18. 6 B o 145 131 25.0 31
Taanigloy JOndor N, - s e e 7 225 147 156— 69 165— 60 P I A

1 Ninth grade only in junlor high schools,
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Exsaierr B—Continued

FEBRUARY 1

Enrollment, Nov. 1— Excess in 1026
okl Per Capacity|
teacher | in 1926
a 1020 1921 1922 1923 1924 1925 1926 Per class | Room
et Joier! e = i I gl B -
or i . 7 = B [ e TR T i
A.?'z:::mne 18.6 1,100 635 880 1,004 1,076 1,054 1,006— 01 1, 050— 30 i RIS S
R X e eyt Al i g e i 30.1 1, 200 1,402 1, 540 1, 507 1,742 1, 688 1,776 1, 857 33. 4 657
Randall Junior 1__ 19.1 100 |2 ] & 7 94— 6 111 2.4 11
Shaw Junior ! & 27,0 250 40 65 115 124 238 158— 07 222— 28 27,6 [l
e IS BL DI | el TP Wi T [ i T, 10, 750 8,984 | 10,331 11, 267 1,636 | 12,271 | 12,443—-203 | 12,451—188 | .. _.... l,m
Net excess_ _ S! 1, 24 2,081 3,017 2,886 2,971 1,693 : He i tdd s ARl R RT) 1,707
1 Ninth e only in junior high schools,
314 teac in business department.
Brightwood Junior High 8chool, seventh and eighth year classes only.
Total for high schools per teacher, 22; per classroom, 27.2.
Total for junior high schools per teacher, 21.2; per classroom, 24.06.
Thess totals are furnished by Doctor Ballou on page 545 and are based on figures which represent practically the entire enrollment of the schools,
Exmieir C ExHieir B
WasaINGToN, D. C., November 1, 19%. sﬂeﬂ’fﬂ 9;;;"—’;?;% 82627
Accumulated shortage as of November 1 of each year {See pages s eaTing)
Classrooms needed 1020 | 1921 | 1922 | 1623 | 1024 | 1925 | 1026 « Premises Annuzal rental Use
1. To eliminate portables. ... e cceceeancas! 78| 7| 61| 61| 57| 68 65
2. To eliminate rented quarters.... a1| 33| 25| 23| 20| 28| 24 | 212 H Strest NW___.ooriooiiooene. $560 (seven months, at | Manual training
8. To eliminate undesirable rooms. .........-. 21| 39| 34| 28| 30| 27 n £80 per month). and cooking.
4, To reduce oversize cl 57| 67| 57| 51| 40| 51 42 | 1M K Btrest NE._ ... ..o R e Household arts.
5. To eliminate part-time classes: 2014 Franklin Street NE_.__... .| Cooking and sew-
Grades I and IT. 150 | 152 137 | 150 | 123 | 121 | 125 ing.
Above Grade IL 18| 19| 19| 18 [} 6 5 1340 G %ueet NE"EB&."'{' ..... e aty ddm
283 15, 8quare 2572). g
6. To sbandon buildings recommended for sl Wudhl el Bpadl Bt o B'Ilsﬁm Capitol Street $2,160 Atypical classes.
immediate abandonment in 1608 st(ﬂlo in . 1606 M Street NW _____ a;sésawn mo&tjhs, at Cogklns and sew-
A per mon .
§ rcoms Tm}md" ....... (Jo ___________ I.:f_ 12| 12| 12| 12| 12| 12| 4| 8108ixthStreet SW.__.__.___.______.__ £1,200 Atypical classes.
7. To sbnndon buildings recommended for ':I'as'f 739, T4l Flevmt.h Btreet NE__
engatabnandan@int in ]mrt’lost‘ni;] in use: l::‘li:lnnd M. ) Church (two rooms Do.
# rooms; mggﬂ’lgy, & rooms; Force, 13 Friendship Baptist Chareh____._.____ | $350 (seven months, at | Randall Junior
rooms; V.{e!]!]eramn."‘?ﬂ rooms; Lincoln, 12 s B S e s £50 per month). Ililﬂix:h ool An-
ms; Webster, 12rooms. ... 2
8. Tr:o‘ ndon other buildings now unft for 20 Bammdmlmluﬂ'?a‘ ?.i",ﬁ‘ I%lmdvision wég“pﬂ t:n?ncttgbarat School gardens.
mﬁel[li:mrgoml(i}hﬂn B)rit I{hmmu)l m&s&h sss.wr and parts of 863 mrg:ggggﬁun Do.
ton,' 4 rooms), (Smol B
Emms); Tenley, 8 roomS. ... ‘.| 25| 25| 25| 21| 20| 20| 16 | Rearof2606 N BN & Yoy B $80 (July o Ostoberat Do.
Arthur, 8 rooms;? Brightwood, 8 $20 per month),
rooms; Garnet, 12 rooms; Lanzdon.
10 rooms; Patterson, 8 rooms. L 46 | 46 46
i Belong-
Grand total 487 | 498 | 463 | 450 | 448 | 465 | 439 | Teachers| Rooms School m Ballou’s figures
1 Puildings now abandoned.
2 Used for junior high school seventh and eighth year classes,
e i 1 | Goroonia o) Fourtsenth and | 11| i
T ATy fen an 11 3
Portables in District of Columbia schools I.awm)N atypical.
3 6 | 800 E. Capitol Straet. al.}']:-lesl ==t T 14, should be 8.7.1
Num- | Average [ po 2 5 lf?fudgr‘um'i; d gﬁi o 5.6 | 15, should be 6.1
= en P e XN
School Der be]i:;lg- Shithod Remarks p ﬂP ist Char
Wﬂson schuol portables is
g ﬁ i: 1 | Provided for. vacant lot,
2 32 36.1 | Atypicalandungraded. | ! Wrong totals in Doctor Ballou’s tables. See page 547 of hearings, E
} {3 23 - s Exmisir F
2 46 47.9 Recommended for immediate abandonment in Item 108 Rooms
8 o 8 | 2ended . John F. Cook, abandoned February, 1026 8
? 47 47. B"' Threlkeld, used now for atyplecal ciaases. recommended for early
2 43 3 ¥ Pl S T i 8
i now us o voca Hopal achooll h s e e
1 10 83.3 | Incorrect caleulation | ‘Agams, provision for abandonment ecarried in cstimates for 1098._ 8
by Doctor Ballow; | Borret, used for speeial classes and offices of school offieials____ 9
9 should be 20.5. Bridley, D ragiae ase. o A Ul e oa ol e e e 8
i g’f ggg Foree, to be vafcnted lnhpart when the Adams-hlurgn building is
3 38 47 3 | Tnoorrect salonlation i%gxs tructed, for which estimates are carried in the Budget ro:' 12
Ego IJII(:;DIS:W Ballow; | yefferson, in regular use. 20
5 47 47.9 | Provided 0. Lincoln, in regunlar use 12
5 39 40.4 D for. Webster, mow used largel for Ameﬂcﬂnlzanon schools ; other
I ®m | sl Do paperatagy, Smablerst il for e e -
estimates subm in su b deficiency b
i Ad 3.9 W"%ﬁ on | Chain Bridge, abandoned November 26, 1023 1
onid T 1% | Eamiion cites rmerts Septeier, 2, 107 :
" mothers, aban b y A
Foree-Adams.... } 8?.2 Tenley, r?fl reguln'{-nim > ity 8
TaknmniMnry jand.). 2 42 :2': Aﬂhlt:l‘, in regular use 8
Fetworth (Madtarland o 3| 8 30.5 | Provided for. g;*gn;;wgi,gg,mmm Junior high-achool ¢ 2
‘éw ‘ “ P as ity : = g Lanzdon _appropriation for abandonment made in Budget Ior 1928
H D' » g2 l 3& 35’1 [}E mates. 10
g S e 1 B 5.7 e Pt e g, Mty o 8
E. V. Brown (M)...ooooooes 3 49 50 Randall, ‘:m gular use L
One or both of the Garnei-Patterson buildings will be vacated and
Total n?i_?,vfff Df- o = 0t torn down if and when the Garnet-Patterson Junior High School is
erected on that site.
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1. Jobn F. Cook: 8 rooms abandoned February 26.

2. Threlkeld : 4 rooms used for atypical classes. Average belonging,
7 per day. Under Ballou's table, 11 per day.

3. Abbott: 9 rooms. Vocational school, and children could go to Colum-
bia Junior High. Average belonging for classroom, 12. Ballou’s table, 13,

4, Adams: B rooms. Average belonging per classroom Force-Adams,
83. Ballou's table, 34.2. This school Is to be taken care of by new
Adams-Morgan school.

5. Berret: Used for special classes and offices for school officinls.
Bhould not be included. 9 rooms.

6. Bradley: 8 rooms. Near Government Printing Office and peo;:lr_-
want to keep it. Average belonging per elassroom, 39. Ballou's fig-

ures, 39.8.
7. Foree: 12 rooms. Average belonging per classroom, 33. Ballou's
figures, 34.2. Not planned to build or to take eare of its needs.

8, Jefferson Junior High: 20 rooms. Average belonging per class-

room, 28, and Ballou's figures, 25.

2729

Bal-

RECORD—HOUSE

9, Lincoln: 12 rooms. Average belonging per classroom, 34.
lou's figures, 51.2, but should be 38,

10. Webster : Used for Americanization schools, principally night work.

11. Bell: Estimate submitted in supplemental deficiency bill. Eight
rooms. Average belonging per classroom, 42, Ballou's figures, 440
(Cardosa-01d Bell).

12. Chaln Bridge: 1 room., Hamilton: 4 rooms. Smothers: 4 rooms.
Already abandoned. .

13. Tenley: 8 rooms. Tenley-Janney: Average belonging per class-
room, 31. Ballou’s figures, 39.2, but wrong. Should be 32.

14. Arthur: 8 rooms. Average number belonging per classroom, 83.
Ballouw’s figures, 37.7, but wrong. Should be 34.

15. Brightwood : 8 rooms, Partially used now but will be abandoned
when Macfarland wing is finished.

16. Garnet: 12 rooms. Provided for in this bill.

17. Langdon : 10 rooms. Provided for in this hill.

18. Patterson: 8 rooms. Provided for in this bill

See page 563 of the hearings. This table is as follows:

i Exnamir G
Fer capifa costs in city schools, 1925-26— Cities of 100,000 pepulation and more
(Prepared by the United States Bureau of Education)

WO WD~ b

Grour [
Per General control Instruction in day schools Operation of school plant
Average | capita
Citics Totaleurrent | gui1y at- | cost-total UE S .
penses | tendance | current Amount Per | centof| Amount Per | ontor Amount Per oungrof
expenses eapita | e eapita | Py eapita | %0
166, 941 | $120. 96 | $1,063, 457 szi 4.9 $17,370,735 | $104.05 | 801 | $1,782, 690 $10. 68 8
40, 620 106. 79 115,703 2 85 27 3, 655, 032 £0.98 8.3 323, 854 7.98 L
14,170 83, 53 41,008 2.39! 3.6 954, 200 67. 35 80.6 91, 125 643 T
415,703 102.07 | 1,662,573 4.00 | 3.9 31, 966, 318 6. 90 5.4 4218152 10. 15 9
16, 653 93, 67 48, B74 293 | &1 1, 249, 368 7502 | 801 173, 764 1044 1L
65, 459 117.20 295,215 4.51 | 3.9 6, 205, 357 94. 80 80.8 645, 203 9. 86 8
16,667 | 113.33 85, 402 512| 46| 1anese| sso07| 7a4| 1Za| 1035 9,
1,321, 613 11, 786 11213 20, 609 1.75 | 1.6 1,029, 207 87.32 7.9 159, 008 13. 49 12,
Buﬂ.n]o. T e e IS L DU et 9, 435, 715 67, 650 139. 48 130, 905 2.07 L5 6, 767, 900 100. 04 7L7 | 1,080,528 15.97 1L
on Ohjo..-- Fid 2, 531, 320 24, 132 104. 89 99, 132 4.10 3.9 1, 820, 565 7544 7.9 21,711 010 8
ndeiphiﬂ Il 2nsi4064 | 2310126 o4 38 913, 039 3.05 4.2 | 186,660,805 7200 76.4| 1,661,2% 7.19 7:
ttsbu:gh, ..... < 10, 326, 698 84, 301 122 40 397, 087 4.71 3.9 7,191,345 85. 30 60,6 | 1,230, 763 14. 60 1L
Reading, Pa 1, 343, 051 15, 702 85. 53 67, 204 4.29 50 996, 617 63.47 722 153, 508 078 1L
‘Washington, D, G e ] 7,467, 387 61, 7784 120.87 152, 817 247 20 5, 928, 209 95. 96 79.4 733,428 11,87 9,
: Coordinate setivities and -
Maintenance of school plant avixiliary b Fixed charges
Cities
Per Per cent Per Per cent Per Per cent
Amount capita of total Amount capita total Amount capita of t
Los Angeles, Calif._. $656, 803 $£3.03 3.0 $687, 405 $#.12 3.2 $134,316 £0. 81 0.8
Oakland, Calif > 131, 842 3.4 3.0 62, 957 1.56 1.4 48, 380 1.19 1.1
Wﬂml.ng(on Del._ e 79, 702 5, 62 6.7 12,276 87 1.0 5, 188 .37 5
mgd 2,145,472 5.16 5.1 1,576, 108 3.7 3.7 861, 729 2.0 20
hsw ford, Mass 55, 3.81 3.5 32, 197 o B e o O e ] | e o
Nowarks N=J it e as b Loy 264, 602 4.04 3.4 267, 022 3.93 3.4 9,974 .15 21
'I‘renwn, N R B A e N 107, 669 6. 46 5.8 51,394 3.08 28 , 763 125 1.1
7 Ei e fe S R T i ot s 25,077 2.13 1.9 36, 285 3.08 2.7 51,417 4.36 3.9
Buffalo, N. Y 786, 321 11.62 8.3 186, 251 278 2.0 474,810 7.02 5.0
Du}"ton Ohio_.. 230, 9. 56 9.1 80, 521 3.71 3.5 a9, 719 2.89 28
Phl]miphl.a, B L i 032, 041 4,08 4.3 819,438 2.68 2.8 1, 027, 514 4.4 4.7
Pit P T e s g s B St 1,103, 502 13. 09 10.7 1.50 1.2 277, 565 3.29 2.7
mg,Pa _____ 47, 769 3.04 3.6 33.731 2.47 29 39, 002 2.48 2.9
R R D R L 5 e e e L e | | L% 50i, 816 6.8 75, 652 L2 Lo , 240 1.19 1.0
Only 3 higher capita eost than District of Columbia. Only 3 higher main

On.ly 2 higher instruction cost than District of Columbia, the largest item.

Only 3 higher operation; all in colder latitude.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired,

Mr. GRIFFIN. Myr. Chairman, I will now use the balance of
my time if that is agreeable to the gentleman on the other side.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 12 minutes remaining.

AS TO THE HIGH SCHOOLS

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr., Chairman and colleagues, I did not
touch on the high-school guestion in my first discussion of this
matter, and 1 will take advantage of the opportunity now to
discuss that matter in elosing on this side of the debate. I do
not hesitate to say that I stand for the board of education and
for the pupils of the city of Washington. I am absolutely im-
personal about it. I never met Doctor Ballou until he ap-
peared before our committee a year ago; I never met him again
until our hearings began on this bill, and I have not seen him
since the hearings concluded. I have no interest whatever
in persons, and my attitude on this proposition rests entirely
upon the facts—the main, essential, material facts—that were
brought out in the hearings,

Of course, I did not have the benefit of the advice and coun-
sel of Doctor Phillips or Mrs. Bannerman. I did not seek the
aid or assistance of outside sources. I feel that so long as

All of sbove have a debk This is not included in cost.

Doctor Ballou is at the head of our schools he is entitled to re-
spect; he is entitled to deference, and we ought to accept his
figures until they are shown to be wrong.

Now, in the matter of alloeation of teachers, I have shown
you that there are 701 classes in the publie schools of Wash-
ington that are overcrowded, exceeding the maximum number
of pupils that ought to be taught by any one teacher. What is
a man to do with a situation like this? This is a real prob-
lem, not a mere sum in arithmetic to be worked out by a
rule of thumb, such as “divide the total number of teachers
into either the total or average enrollment and say that there
ought to be so many pupils in a particular class,” or to say “ we
will shift part of the children in one school over to another.” It
is all right to do that in your imagination, but in practice you
can not do it. ~

If you will look at the list of classes as given In the hearings
you will find it is true that in some of the higher schools there
are 17 or 20 or 21 pupils per class and per teacher. This is
inevitable. In the outlying and new districts there must neces-
sarily be a small number of pupils per teacher and per class.

Mr. SIMMONS. Wil the gentleman yield there?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Pardon me, I can not yield.
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The difficulty with regard to the elementary schools is aug-
mented when you come to deal with the normal schools, the
high schools, and the junior high schools. They are institu-
tions. They are planted in a certain neighborhood that has a
certain school population. They are compelled to draw upon
the school population in that section. Look at these figures.
They are not so outrageous as my friends on the other side of
this question would have you believe. Take the normal schools,
The number of pupils per classroom teacher I find In the white
schools is 21, but in the colored schools it is 27.3. In the senior
high schools the average number of pupils per classroom teacher
in the white schools is 20.2, but in the colored schools it is 24.6.
In the junior high schools the average number of pupils per
teacher is 20 in the white schools and in the colored schools it
is 24. In the elementary schools the average number of pupils
per teacher is 34.1, but in the colored schools it is 36. In the
vocational schools the total number of pupils per teacher in the
white was 13.8 and in the colored 15.8. That is to be expected.
It is a difficulty inherent in the very special character of such
schools.

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. HOUSTON. How many classes in the fifth grade, how
many in the seventh grade, how many in the ninth grade? Does
the gentleman have that?

Mr. GRIFFIN. No; that is one pool the committee did not
fish in.

Mr. HOUSTON.
important?

Mr. GRIFFIN. That is very important and I am going to
touch on that. Here is the difficulty in dealing with the junior
high school and the senior high school. You must prepare your
teaching staff for high schools to take not only the children
that graduate from the junior high school into the senior
high school, but remember that children from the seventh and
eighth grades of the elementary schools may be jumped directly
into the high schools. There is first, the ordinary process of
promotion from the junior into the senior high schools. Then
there is the process of jumping the children from the element-
ary schools, from the seventh and eighth grades of the element-
ary schools, and then the ordinary promotions seventh grade of
the junior high, into the senior high school. Pupils are gradu-
ated and go directly from the elementary school into the high
school. All of this has to be provided for.

Our hearings were held in an interim between school terms.
The Board of Education has to confront the promotions in
February and that is when the adjustment and readjustment
of pupils will be made. They have to be prepared to take
hundreds of children from the elementary school and put them
into the senior high school, from the junior high school into the
genior high school and readjust them. We want to be sensible
about it. We ought to be reasonable, and we ought to give
the man on the job the eredit of knowing his business.

Mr. HUDSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. HUDSON. If seems to me that the discussion so far
has been with reference to the number of teachers. Ought
you not to consider the quality of the teachers?

Mr. GRIFFIN. We have nothing to do with the quality
of the teachers, we have to take certain things for granted.

Mr. HUDSON. You do have something to do with the
quality of the teachers for you appropriate for graded salaries.

Mr. GRIFFIN. That is something over which we have no
control and that is not a live issue. The material point is
this; whether the Board of Education shall have the T4 addi-
tional teachers they ask for. No one as yet has questioned the
qualifications of the District school teachers. I think they are
as good as ean be found anywhere. The additional teachers
are needed to take care of the promotion of the children from
the elementary schools into the high school ; they are needed to
do away with the part-time classes: they are needed to get rid
of those classes where the attendance is greater than the
capacity of the single teacher to teach.

Mr. HUDSON, Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. HUDSON. The gentleman’s colleague gpoke of 400 addi-
tional teachers, or itinerant teachers.

- Mr. GRIFFIN. Three hundred and fifty-one, as a matter of
act.

Mr. HUDSON. Are not some of those available for the
additional roomg?

Mr. GRIFFIN. No; for the reason that they are special
teachers—domestic science, musie, and the like.

Mr. HUIXSON. Does the gentleman mean to say that all of
the 351 teachers are specialists?

Does the gentleman consider that as very
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Mr. GRIFFIN. I stated in my remarks some time ago that
there are 10 librarians, 228 special teachers, Bl supplemental
teachers who are substitntes, and so forth. They are not
available for regular classes. They are either traveling
teachers teaching special subjects or substitutes going around
filling vaecancies,

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. SCHAT'ER. The gentleman stated that the Board of
Edncgtion prepared these figures. Who opposed the granting of

1em ?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Well, the Parent-Teachers Association said
they did not need them.

Mr. FUNK. The gentleman from New York wants to be
fair—he spoke of these part-time classes. The gentleman must
have overlooked the fact that there is an appropriation avail-
able for the employment of 86 teachers not now employed?

Mr., GRIFFIN. I have mentioned that.

Mr. FUNK. If there is any criticism because of part-time
classes, that fact is to be attributed to lack of schoolrooni
facilities rather than the lack of teachers,

Mr. GRIFFIN., That is another element.

Mr. FUNK. There is an appropriation for 36 teachers not
now being used, and if there are any part-time classes it is
due to the lack of schoolroom facilities.

Mr. GRIFFIN. That is another reason.

Mr. FUNK. And Congress can not be criticized for lack
of schoolroom facilities because we have appropriated at a
greater rate than the buildings are being completed.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Except as to this, that this appropriation
is for the nmext fiscal year, when many of these schools will be
ready for occupancy, and there will be an opportunity to put
the extra teachers into them,

Mr. FUNK. The gentleman wants to be fair.

Mr, GRIFFIN. That goes without saying.

Mr. FUNK. The gentleman knows that in this list of Docfor
Ballou, in his request for 74 additional features, he has included
three schools, plans for which are not even prepared.

Mr. GRIFFIN. That is true.

Mr. FUNK. To say nothing of preparing specifications.

Mr. GRIFFIN. But there are five others, as to which there
is no reasonable doubt that they will be ready.

Mr. FUNK. And inviting bids and taking from one to two
years to complete the school.

iMr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, will the gentléeman
yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama,
asked by Mr. CoLLINS:

You had authority last year to appoint 2,600 teachiers, as I under-
gtand It, and you actually had, 30 days ago, 2,445. Now, you are asking
for 2,800, are you not?

Doctor BaLrou, No; I think not.

Mr, CoLLixs, What number are you asking for?

Doctor Barrnov. We have in the 1927 approprintion provision for
2,666 teachers and librarians, and there is an estimate before you for *
T4 more teachers, which would not make 2,800. That would be 2,740,

Then, later, explaining why these were not employed 30 duys
ago Doctor Ballou says:

We have some salaries which are not yet being used, provided for in
the appropriation bill for 1927, We open next month the Stuart Junior
High School and other schools and there was an estimate submitted last
year for the necessary additional teachers for these buildings, and the
salaries were provided for that purpose.

In other words, that these schools will probably be opened
during the month of February,

Mr. GRIFFIN, That is what they say; yes. There are 10
schools altogether, 4 of which will be opened in this fiseal
year and 6 are promised completion during the term of the
appropriation we are now considering.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY].

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objeection.

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, before taking up the sub-
ject that I intend to use my time for, I wish to refer very briefly
to the speech of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Jouxsox]
thiz morning, in reference to the so-called Andrews prohibition
enforcement bill now before the Commitiee on Ways and Means,

I read on page 537 this gquestion
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He made a very enlightening address upon the subject. Un-
fortunately, however, the bill to which he was referring had
been so far emasculated in the process of its consideration by
the Committee on Ways and Means that I do not think he
would recognize the bill if he had a confidential print as it
exists to-day. Another thing. There have been two or three
lengthy speeches made here in the last few days in reference
to that bill. I think the Members have been rather begging
the question, because, if I am any prophet of the possible action
of the committee to-morrow, that bill will never come into this
House for consideration. |[Applause.] I say that as one who
intends to vote against its being brought into this House for
consideration.

I shall give two reasons why I am opposed to the bill. In
the first place it is offered as a prohibition-enforcement meas-
ure by General Aundrews, who is very sincere in his work, It
is a peculiar circumstance that those interested in the dry side
of this question have given this bill the most cursory support.
There has been but one person before the Committee on Ways
and Means connected with any temperance organization in
behalf of the measure. A few letters have been presented that
one could secure for indorsement almost any time. You know
you can get up a pefition to hang your own brother if you
want to and get signers to it. That is the kind of support that
has been brought before the Ways and Means Committee for
this prohibition-enforcement measure. The best supporters,
asgide from General Andrews, are the holders of whisky certifi-
cates who desire to dispose of them at advantageous prices,
Then again, I am not willing to be one of those to vote to set
up and authorize a private corporation, establishing a monopoly,
a strong lezal monopoly, by governmental authority, and then
so financing the measure that the capital stock that will eon-
trol the company after seven years passes into the hands of
probable speculators, for which stock not a dollar has been
paid. That is the high financing that exisfs in this bill, and
that combined with the fact that there does not seem fo be
much support for it from the prohibition end is my reason for
saying in advance that to-morrow, when we consider this bill
in the Ways and Means Committee, I shall be one of those to
vote against its being reported out.

Mr. HUDSON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes.

Mr. HUDSON., Does this bill provide that any of those who
shall buy the company are distillers?

Mr. TREADWAY. Oh, no; the purchasers of the stock in
the open market will own it. If the gentleman cares to know
in just a word about the financing of the company, I would
say that originally the bill authorized the Government to sub-
scribe to $35,000,000 of gold notes of the company. That we
have cut out. The Government furnishes no capital, and I do
not believe in any bill that does furnish capital by the Gov-
ernment for engaging in the whisky business, The gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Witniam H, Hurr] has submitted a bill
where the Government furnishes the capital. I think the sen-
timent of the country is opposed to the Government furnishing
capital for either the gale or the manufacture of medicinal
whisky. The next step is that after the $35,000,000 of gold
notes are canceled comes the stock which is open for public
gubseription in the market. You buy one share of preferred
stock and they present you with a share of common, and in
seven years' time it is expected that the preferred stock will
be paid off and the common will, therefore, own the company.
There are many other things in connection with it that if I
had time I should be glad to explain to the House.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the stock would be transferable?

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It could get into the hands of the boot-
leggers,

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes; and they would be wise to buy it up.

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. Yes.

Mr. WELLER. Do I understand that there is a confidential
print of the bill that is available for Members of the House?

Mr. TREADWAY. No; simply a suggested bill that the
committee has been considering.

ANTHRACITE COAL

Mr. Chairman, for several years I have been very much in-
terested in any possible legislation that Congress might see fit
to enact in reference to the regulation of coal, particularly
anthracite coal.

1 did not expect to make any remarks on this subject during
the last few weeks of this session, but I am tempted to do so
by remarks made on Thursday by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Brack] wherein he impugns the sincerity of the
leaders of this House. He said that if the President was
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sincere and the floor leader and the steering committee and the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce were sincere
in wanting coal legislation, it would be brought forward and
passed. Now, I differ with the gentleman on that particular.
I am not going to get into further political discussion on that
subject, because I am one of those whose object in coal dis-
cussion has been entirely along the line of trying to get a
better price to the consumer. '

That has been by object, and my efforts have been along
that line; but I will say the gentlemen referred to by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brack] were sincere in their
efforts to get a bill out of the Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce Committee. Here is my explanation of why they were
unsuccessful: There are two classes of membership in that
and all other committees, and as I consider the membership of
the Interstate Commerce Committee I note some of its mem-
bers are sincerely and honestly opposed to any governmental
regulation of corporations or monopolies. There is another
class that is directly interested in killing this legislation.
Several gentlemen on the committee represent sections where
bituminous coal is mined, and they, together with the subtle,
quiet, and effective work that all know can be done by corpora-
tions and the so-called big interests when it is necessary to do
it, have been at work. Those are the men and those are the
reasons why we have not a coal bill before us at this time.
Just one other thing in connection with the gentleman's re-
marks. It is a well-known fact that the vote against adopting
the so-called Parker bill was 16 to 6. If this were such a good
measure and there was sincerity of action on the part of mem-
bers of the committee, and they were subject to political infiu-
ence as the gentleman inferred the Republicans were, why did
not he, with his influence on the Democratic side of the House,
get more than 2 votes in the committee from the Democratic
members to report out the Parker bill?

Mr, BLAOK of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. Very briefly.

Mr. BLACK of New York. If the President with his influ-
ence can not get a couple of votes on the Republican side, why
what chance would I have?

Mr. TREADWAY. I know why the gentleman counld not
get Republican votes, but I do not know why the gentleman
could not get Democratic votes. Bills can be reported out of
a committee with the assistance of Democratic votes.

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TREADWAY. I can not. I must use my remaining
time. In connection with my interest in the anthracite situ-
ation 1 want to say that I hope before another session we can
8o frame a bill that even the bituminous people will say, “ All
right, go to it. We want to help the consumers of the anthra-
cite coal in New England and Northern States to secure their
fuel at a fair price and approve this measure.” The gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WyanT] will bear me out in saying
I could not get started in my first coal speech several years
ago without assuring him in his continued interruptions that I
did not refer to bituminous coal, but I was referring to anthra-
cite, and he insisted upon having such assurance before I
conld proceed.

Mr. WYANT. If the gentleman will permit, I want to assure
the gentleman I will not further interrupt in his next coal
speech. -

Mr. TREADWAY. Now we can not go into these details,
and I am not going to rehearse the want of coal legislation,
but I do want to call aftention to the price of anthracite coal
at present and in a few years back. These are rather illuminat-
ing figures, and I think will bear out my claim that we need
an impartial tribunal to which the coal consumer can appeal.
In March, 1913, anthracite coal was selling retail in Boston
at $7.50 to $7.75 per ton. In March, 1924, following the so-
called settlement by the then governor of the gentleman’s State
of Pennsylvania, the price jumped to $15.50 a short ton. I
do not blame any of you gentlemen for not countenancing him.
In March, 1925, the price was $16. In November, 1925, the
price was $17, and in November, 1926, the price was $16.50.

Now what is the explanation of those figures? Here i8 the
explanation, gentlemen : That the consuming public had nothing
to do whatsoever with the settlement of that strike or with
the settlement of the one that occurred last summer. The cost
was put on us poor consumers of anthracite, and you can not
give any other explanation for it. Further than that, in the
strike of last year the terms of that settlement provided that
the miners should return to work for the same pay as they
had received at the time of the strike.

Now why should 50 cents or §1 be added to the price paid by
the consumer unless it was to make good the loss suffered by
the owners of the mines during the period when the strike was
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on? The miners did not get a cent of that extra price. If all
went into the pockets of the operators.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Does the gentleman know how
much the coal operators contributed to the Republican cam-
mignt
: 1\%1'. TREADWAY. Oh, the gentleman should get polities out
of his head in the consideration of this subject.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Does the gentleman——

Mr, TREADWAY. Oh, I decline to yield further along that
line. The gentleman wants to make a political talk. I want
to help in getting a reduction in the cost of anthracite,

Now, I want to refer to the setilement of the anthracite
strike last year. We are told that there can not be any strike
in the anthracite mines for another five years from the time
the agreement was entered into. Iere is the agreement fur-
nished me by one of the gentlemen interested in the coal busi-
ness in Pennsylvania, signed on behalf of the anthracite opera-

tors and on behalf of the United Mine Workers of America of |

that district. There is no indication that anybody connected
with the consuming publie agreed to these terms.

What are the terms? They are these: If an operator or
miner within a period of one year wants a change, all they have
to do is to give notice of the change and then get together and
act upon that change, and if they can not agree they name
arbitrators. Where does the public that pays the bill come into
that arrangement?

Let me say this in passing, that the principal reason why
there is this difference between the bituminous and anthracite
coal business is that the bituminous mines are scattered largely
all over the country, whereas the anthracite mines are located
in a particular locality in Pennsylvania, and therefore the
anthracite is a natural monopoly, a monopoly that the people
ought to have something to say about, rather than the coffers
of the owners of those mines. [Applause.] That is the dif-
ference between the two things, the bituminous and the
anthracite.

The CHAIRMAN.
chusetts has expired.

Mr. WYANT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Massachusetts be given the extra time he
desires in which to finish his remarks.

Mr. TREADWAY. I thank the gentleman. I understood
all tke time is exhausted. But could I have one minute more,
Mr, Chairman?

Mr. FUNK. Yes; I yield fo the gentleman one minute.

Mr. TREADWAY, I intended, Mr. Chairman, to refer to an
interview given out by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Ner-
sox], a member of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce who favored the Parker bill. I wish to incorporate
in my remarks the statement that was made by him along that
line.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner indi-
cated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. TREADWAY. To again refer to the defeat of the Parker
bill, our friends from Pennsylvania and the bituminous fields tell
us of the tremendous guantity of bituminons available should a
strike occur on the expiration of the Jacksonville agreement
April 1. I should have more confidence in their assurances of
the maintenance of bituminous prices had they not taken such
terrible advantage of the anthracite strike in 1925. The prices
.at that time showed that the owners of bituminous will take
advantage of the public just as readily and as quickly as will
the owners of anthracite.

On previous occasions reference has been made to the ele-
ments going to make up the high price of anthracite in the
market. I will not take the time of the House to refer to those
reasons. Some of them I recognize are beyond the control of
Federal action and are within the power of regulation by the
State of Pennsylvania. The Parker bill would establish a
means of disseminating information upon the various elements
of cost, If the extortions practiced by the Girard Trust Co.
under the laws of the State of Pennsylvania should have con-
tinuous publicity through such a board, I predict it could not
withstand the resmlting public ecriticism, and that eventually
the laws of the State would be amended, and the Girard Trust
would accept reasonable and fair royalties.

My claim has always been that the consumers’ interests are
paramount to those of the other two parties and that the Gov-
ernment must intercede to see that justice is done to the most
interested party in the issue. If the cause of the operator
and miner is so just and neither is getting a higher return,
one for his labor and the other for his ecapital invested than
is fair and equal, why is neither party willing to have the light
of publicity and statistical information provided to the publie,

The time of the gentleman from Massa-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

FEBRUARY 1

the party mostly at interest and the one to whom both the
others look for their financial returns?

I want, before closing, to call attention to an interview that
the gentleman from Maine [Mr, Nensox] gave following the
action of the commiitee, of which he is a member, in failing to
vote out the so-called Parker bill. Among other things, he says
in this interview:

Invielability of purely private business matters is a common-law
right protected by the constitutional guaranty of the fourth amendment,
but coal is quite as much a public necessity as electricity, street rail-
ways, or any other commodity or service now subject to public regula-
tion. Its production is directly related to the operation of the in-
strumentalities of interstate commerce. The Supreme Court has already
held that Federal control of grain trading could not be questioned after
Congress had declared that such trading was affected with public
interest. To a much greater extent does such interest attach to the
coal business.

I believe that the Constitution gives Congress full power to meet
the situation and that the people expect us to exercise that power. I
feel that the committee could have framed a regulatory law that would
have protected the rights of all citizens engaged in the coal industry
and at the same time have maintained the inherent rights of the great
majority not to be starved or frozen to death at the will of any por-
tion of our people,

The people can not help themselves—

He says—

it is the duty of Congress to write legislation protecting the people's
interests,

And—

He emphasizes—

if this legislation which has just been killed in committee dies with this
Congress, as there is small doubt that it will, then the next session
may se¢ an aronsed and suffering people demanding a drastie regulation
of the coal business, which will be inadvisable and retaliatory.

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. LaGUarpra].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized for flve minutes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the
closing remarks of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
TrEADWAY] would have seemed natural coming from the gentle-
man who is now on the floor, rather than from the gentleman
from Massachusetts, a conservative Member from a conservative
State of New England.

Mr. TREADWAY. If the gentleman is as anxious for a fair
price to the consumers of anthracite ecoal in the ecity of New
York as I am for the consumers in the State of Massachusetts,
we are in accord. .

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr. TREADWAY. On that subject.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. On that part of the subject. It was
brought out this morning by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
Jounsox], reading remarks supposed to have been made by
the Director General of Prohibition, that gentlemen of the
House who were opposing the present undercover system were
only seeking to hamper the enforcement of the law. I want
to take this opportunity to refute that statement. I have not
only referred to Mr. Andrews violations of the law, but I have
referred to him violations of the law committed by his own
men. First you will all remember he sought to justify the
unlawful conduct of his men in New York and he, or some one
in the department, prevailed upon the Secretary of the Treasury
to sign a letter to the Committee on the Judiciary of the House
in response to my Resolution 352 in which letter the department
glorified the undercover system and justified the particular
unlawful, indecent conduct about which I was complaining.
Now that the Secretary of the Treasury has learned more about
the facts, he was necessarily compelled to disavow the erimes
committed by his agents, to repudiate the Bridge Whist Club
of New York, the pool room of Norfolk, Va., the distillery of
Elizabeth City, N. C., and the wire tapping in New York State,
and all the blackmail and extortion which followed.

But gentlemen I gave you correct facts. Every charge that
I have made has been absolutely substantiated by Treasury
Department documents contained in the department’s report,
now known as Senate Document No. 198, Sixty-ninth Congress,
second session.

Every charge that I made against Chester P. Mills is either
a matter of court record or acts and conduct of which proof
has been submitted to the Treasury Department, including
photostats of the checks which I charged Mills had given and
which were not honored by the bank. I am going to put in the
Recorp right now a letter which I wrote in response to a letter
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from Secretary Andrews asking for more facts. My original
charges will be found in the CoxerEssioNAL REcorp of January
20, 1927. Mr. Andrews is hampering law enforcement himself
by not discharging this man Chester P. Mills. I demand action
on my charges and I am going to keep giving the country infor-
mation of the outrageous conduct and action on the part of the
New York unit under this man's management. Here is the

letter:
JANUARY 27, 1927,

Gen. LixcoLy C. ANDREWS,
Asgsistant Secretary of the Treasury,
Washington, D. O.

My DeEArR GENERAL ANpREWS: I have your letter of January 18,
1927, relative to the charges preferrcd by me against one Chester P.
Mills, prohibition administrator, New York City. You ask for certain
information, which you would have if your bureaun Iin New York City
was but 10 per cent efficient. I am a legislator and not an under-
cover man. In all necessary futore communications with this office
please bear that in mind. I am not so naive as to disclose information
under the present administration ln New York City. I state frankly
that I do mot trust the officials there now, and as soon as Information
would be given it wonld leak out, and the denatured-alcohol mongers
would cover their tracks.

If the New York City office reports that it has no knowledge of
diversion of denatured alcohol, it is such a confession of incompetency,
utter lack of knowledge of conditions, and suoch an entire breakdown
of law enforcement that mno further charges should be necessary.
Clean out that office as it should be cleaned, assign me six auditors
from the Internal Revenue Service, and let me pick six Department of
Justice men and I will show you diversion of denatured alcohol that
will make this country gasp.

As to the second charge in my letter of January 10, 1927, to the
Hon. Andrew W. Mellon, the court records at least have not been
tampered with, and that will glve yon an inkling of what your admin-
istrator in New York bas apparently failed to truthfully report.

As to the charge contained in paragraph 3 of my letter, the admis-
slons contained in Secretary Mellon's letter to the Committee on the
Judiciary dated January 6, 1927, in response to House Resolution No.
852, together with the admissions contained in the department’s report
in response to the resolution of Benator REED of Missouri, bears out
my charge to the letter. You can not escape that. Administrator
Mills’s statement given to the press that he had no knowledge what-
soever of the Bridge and Whist Club is either manifestly so untruthful
as to disqualify him from further contlnnance in office or else again
he has demonstrated his incompetency and unfitness to perform the
duties of his office. If his statement is not true, no further argnment
{s necessary. If he had no knowledge that the Bridge and Whist Club
was a Government operation, thenm why was the place not raided?
Everybody in New York knew that the place was operating. It was
brazenly open in its operation. If he did not know it was a Govern-
ment-operated place, why did he not send his agents there? Why did
he make no report about it? Why was no action taken? How can
you continue in office & man who publicly states that a notoriously
bootlegging establishment operating for over six months, kmown all
over the city, was not known to him until after he read about it in
the papers? You can give Mills either end of his defense in this
matter, but you can not get away from his utter unfitness,

There has been conspleuous silence in reference to the Barrymore
Club, contained in my fourth charge.

As to the charge contained in paragraph 5 of my letter of January
10, 1927, reference to Charles August Smith, that is a complete court
record, first, the perjury, then the arrest, followed by the indictment,
plea of guilty, conviction to 60 days’ imprisonment, commitment, time
served, reemployment, and yet you ask for additional information.
This looks more like & * cover over" than an impartial investigation.

As to the charge contained in paragraph 6 of my letier, Michael
KEelly's discharge from the police departinent is a matter of record; his
employment by your department is likewlse a matter of record. Yet
you ask for additional information.

Ap to the charges contained in paragraphs 7 and 8 of my letter,
the case of John C. Schilling Is also a matter of record. The fact
that he was found selling liquor is a court record. The fact that he
was put under & personal injunction is also a court record. The fact
that he was brought back te court for disobedience of the injunction
against selling liguor is a matter of record. The fact that A. Bruce
Bielaski appeared In his defense and that it was testified he was in
the employ of your department is also a matter of court record. Yet
you ask me for additional information.

As to the charge contained in paragraph 9 of my letter, the fact
that B. M, Hodgert was in your employ can be found in your own
records. The fact that he was arrested is a matter of court record in
the eity of New York. The fact that the Government appeared in his

defense is a matter of court record. The fact that he beat a hotel bill
showsa his character and unfitness to hold Government office. Notwith-
standing, your own subordinates testified in his behalf. His trial has
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cost the Government thousands of dollars. And yet yon ask for addi-
tional evidence.

As to the charge contained in paragraph 10 of my letter, the dis-
charge of William R, Hughes from the Coast Guard Service is a matter
of record in your own department. The fact of his reemployment is
also a matter of record in your own department. And yet you ask for
additional information.

As to the charge contained in paragraph 11 of my letter of Jan-
uary 10, 1927, they are all matters of record in your own department.
The vouchers must be approved by the said Chester P. Mills, as well as
be approved by a higher official in Washington. In the light of that,
how can you ask for additional facts to sustain the charges?

As to the charge contained in paragraph 12 of my letter, that, too,
is a matter of court record. Application was made to the court for
the release of the automobile referred to in my letter. The automobile
was released after the entry of an order by the court. The automobile
was delivered to the farm of Chester P. Mills in Connecticut by two
agents of your own department. It was never used, until the matter
became publie, for any other than for the private nse of the family of
the said Mills, Surely you can not reasonably ask for any additional
information to sustain that charge.

As to the charge contained in paragraph 13 of my letter, no one
knows more about the Hlguor being found in the automobile and the
fiimsy. excuse given than you do yourself. You either have to justify
and accept the flimsy excuse and publiely admit that the excuse was
so0 flimsy as to be ridiculous, or else take proper action in the matter.

As to the charge eontained in paragraph 14 of my letter, the matter
of the purchase of gin and the giving of worthless checks therefor
is also a matter of record in your own department. These checks
were shown to you. You have personally seen them and yet no action
has been taken. Whether it is liquor or anything else, a man who
will give & no-good check in comsideration for a purchase is of such
character as to be unfit to hold a responelble Government position.
And yet yom ask for additional information.

In a few days I shall submit additional charges to the Becretary of
the Treasury against the sald Chester P. Mills which I had not en-
tirely checked up at the time I submitted my first set of charges. And
more to follow.

I am, sir,

Respectfully yours,
F. LAGUARDIA.

I have not only called attention to direct violations of law
committed by Chester P. Mills, or under his directions, but I
have also stated on this floor and I repeat now, that these
spectacular stunts are conducted as a pretext of efficient law
enforcement, while flagrant and wholesale violations of law
are going on under the very nose of the New York officials
either with their consent or with their connivance.

If Mr. Chester P. Mills would devote more time and effort to
an intelligent and honest administration of the law in New
York, he would not have so much time to give vent to his per-
sonal feeling in conducting a campaign of persecution against
the Jews of that city or to indulge in the Treasury Depart-
ment's favorite indoor sport of conducting unlawful dives and
joinis to entrap people into violating the law.

Within 15 miles of Times Square a brewery is running full
force and carloads of real high-power beer containing from
four to four and a half per cent aleohol leaves the brewery
every night from 6 p. m. until the early hours of the next
morning. As high as a thousand barrels have been shipped
out of that brewery in two nights. The activities of this par-
tieular brewery have been called to the attention of Chester P.
Mills by mail and by telephone. People can draw their own
conclusions why no action is taken against a wholesale violation,
and yet individual rabbis who have committed no wrong are
summoned before officials of the department or sent down to
the United States distriet attorney and given the third degree
for hours at a time. While this brewery is operating agents
were directed to cover a brewery in Brooklyn that was keeping
within the law and when agents could not get anything on this
particular brewery, other agents were sent there to frame a
case and instructed to get the Brooklyn brewery by hook or
crook.

Another splendid example of Mr. Chester P, Mills' efficiency
and his handpicked agents, is the situation in Roekland County,
New York State, where he has a prohibition agent whose
father operates and conducts a saloon, and when Mr., Mills's
agent raids a place, if it is found to have papa’s goods every-
thing is all right and if there is no “papa'’s goods” there, the
offender is told where to buy his supply. If he does, he is
let go. If he does not, he is pulled in.

Mr, HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; I can not yield.

Mr. HUDSON. Yon have put the name of Mr. Mills in the
Recorp. Also put in the name of the agent.
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. AN right. Adler is the name of the
agent. Is the gentleman satisfied now?

The prohibition office in New York has become a farce and
it is impossible to find a fair-minded citizen in the city who
has any respect or confidence for that office under its present
mansagement.

While this is going on, as a side line, this man Mills has
conducted a eampaign of persecution against the Jews. There
is no group of people in the whole world who, as a group, are
less addicted to drink than the Jews. Their custom, tradition,
and history bear that statement out. Mr. Andrews displayed
a confused state of mind when he testified before the Com-
mittee on Appropriations concerning the diversion of sacra-
mental wines. Mills seemingly took the cue and perhaps
nourishing personal prejudice, commenced harassing rabbis
authorized under the law to withdraw wines for sacramental
purposes. A system of calling them up to the prohibition office
and then sending them down to the district attorney's office
and having them guestioned and harassed for hours has been
going on several months. The present oppression of the Jewish
people began some time last summer when Mills began sending
for rabbis and took away their permits and made them agree
to certain observances which restricted their use of wine con-
trary to the provisions of law and prevented the proper use
of wine by their congregation for sacramental purposes. This
oppression was not only exerted against the rabbis but against
persons who properly held permits for the sale of wine on
proper papers from rabbis. After conducting this campaign of
oppression for weeks, Mills had it transferred to the office of the
district attorney, and after third degreeing scores and scores of
rabbis, three were finally indicted. When the case was brought
to trial it was so flimsy and the frame-up so apparent, that it
was dismissed by the judge at the end of the Government's case.
I repeat that there is less drinking going on in circles of
orthodox Jews where sacrainental wine is used than in any
other group in this country. Yet only two weeks ago in accord-
ance with this campaign of oppression agents broke in on a
wedding and just as the rabbi was performing the ancient
custom of breaking the glass of wine, agents rushed in, broke
up the sacred ceremony and sought to make an arrest.

Mills has been vile in his denunciation, profane in his de-
seription, and eruel in his persecution of these good ecitizens.
The conduct of the prohibition department in New York toward
the Jews has been so oppressive and unjustified as to make
the Rumanian anti-Semitic campaign appear as a fellowship
of mankind movement. [Laughter and applause.]

Whenever the suggestion is made that I am seeking to ham-
per the enforcement of the prohibition law I will come here and
give specific instances where the law is not being enforced and
where actual knowledge is brought home to the enforcement
official.

The CHAIRMAN.
York has expired.

Mr. FUNEK. Mr. Chairman, I yield the time remaining to
myself,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for 43
minutes.

Mr, FUNK.  Mr. Chairman and gentlemen: In closing the
general debate on the District appropriation bill I wish to refer
briefly to the subject that has consumed the largest part of the
general debate which has pertained to the bill itself, and that
is a8 to the question of 74 additional school-teashers. Of
course, the eommittee gave due and proper consideration to the
statements and recommendations made by Doctor Ballou, su-
perintendent of schools, but I say to you frankly that he did
not present his figures or his statistics in such shape that the
committee, or at least a majority of the committee, four out
of five of the committee, felt justified in granting his request
for 74 additional teachers. We accord him all the respect he
is entitled to but I give great weight and great comsideration
to the views of my two colleagues, the gentleman from Nebraska
[Mr. Simmons] and the gentleman from DMississippi [Mr.
Corrixsl, both of whom are parents of scholars in the elemen-
tary schools of the District, and I take it those gentlemen
are as vitally interested in the welfare of the schools and their
proper maintenance as anyone else in this city. It is their
unbiased and conclusive opinion that this item for 74 additional
teachers was not justified.

Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, I want to give a brief resumé
of the principal items in this bill, and I will detain you but for
a few moments.

May I say at the outset that in addition to making a careful
study of the recommendations which came to us through the
Bureau of the Budget for financing the activities of the District
of Columbia during the ensuing fiscal year the members of the
subcommittee charged with the preparation of this bill went very

The time of the gentleman from New
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carefully into all of the essential features with the responsible
officials of the local government and gave audieLce to prac-
tically every individual and association which sought an oppor-
tunity to bring germane maiters to the committee’s attention.
In addition, I might say that members of the subcommittee
before undertaking the hearings spent considerable time per-
sonally inspecting many and all of the important projects en-
compassed by the bill. Also, Mr. Chairman, I wish to acknowl-
edge, on behalf of the committee, the fine cooperation we had
from the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Gmsson], who is doing
a splendid work, in conjunction with other members of the
Distriet Legislative Committee, in ascertaining where improve-
ments might be made in the conduct of the affairs of this
municipality. I think the thanks of the House is due these
gentlemen. There is much good that they ean accomplish,

The bill here presented, taking it as a whole, is a good meas-
ure in practically every direction and one which I feel con-
fident has the support of a great majority of the local citizens.
The committee was given to understand by the head of the
Citizens' Advisory Council, which is a body made up of repre-
sentatives from each of a number of sectional citizens’ asso-
ciations, that the Budget estimates are practically in accord
with the estimates presented to the commissioners by the Citi-
zens' Advisory Council. In fact, the two submissions were but
$565,000 apart. This would indicate, I take it, that the citizens
of Washington have a very large voice in shaping their city's
fiscal program.

The committee, Mr. Chairman, has not wandered far from
the Budget proposals. You will see that our action has resulted
in a net reduction of but $109,623. I do not mean by that to
leave the impression that we simply made a number of reduc-
tions aggregating that sum. We have made increases, readjust-
ments, and decreases, with the net result that the bill carries
the sum I have stated less than the Budget proposals.

The bill carries appropriations totaling $36,173,366. This
sum exceeds the appropriations for the current fiscal year by
$1,214,795. As a matter of fact, however, we appropriated for
two projects in last year's bill calling for a total of $2,100,000,
and, as there is no need to provide any money in this bill for
those particular objects, the result is that for comparable pur-
poses, generally speaking, this bill carries appropriations which
exceed in the aggregate the sum of the current appropriations
by more than $3,000,000. Quite a considerable portion of this
results from recent legislative enactments, such as the new
assessment law, the act to alter the personnel of the Publie
Utilities Commission, the law placing offices of the register of
wills and recorder of deeds on an appropriation instead of a
fee basis, the law authorizing the new M Street Bridge over
Rock Creek, the law authorizing the acquisition of a site for
a garbage-reduction plant, the new teachers’ retirement law,
the judges’ salary bill is reflected in this measure; and then
there was the law providing for the erection of two bathing
pools or beaches, These laws alone, Mr. Chairman, account for
practically a million dollars of the increase in the bill over the
bill of a year ago. The bulk of the balance will be found in the
items of streets, sewers, schools, and water service. I shall
refer to some of these a little later. Just now, with your per-
mission, I should like to address myself to the matter of finane-
ing the bill.

In the first place, we are  proposing a continunance of the
lump-sum contribution plan inaugurated in the 1925 bill—&9,-
000,000. In addition to that, we propose to continue to give
up our share of certain miscellaneous revenue derived from
rents, fees of varions kinds, special assessments, sales, licenses,
fines, and so forth, in which the Federal Government par-
ticipated under the former 6040 plan. Our share in these
under the former arrangement it is estimated would total $950,-
000 during 1928. Do not get the idea, therefore, gentlemen,
that we contribute but $9,000,000. Ten million would be nearer
correct. Now let us see how the remainder of the money will
be raised. There is still a balance in the special school fund
of $300,000. So from that source $300,000, the bill provides,
shall come. The gas-tax fund, that is the 2 cents per gallon tax
on gasoline, will be charged with $1,478,600. The water rev-
enues will contribute $1,591,210, and the Government's contribu-
tion, as I have stated, will amount to $9,950,000. This leaves,
therefore $16,613.556 to be met—how? We are told that the
intangible tax—>5 mills on the dollar, will yield $2,300,000, The
tax on public utilities, banks, trust companies, and building
associations will produce about $2,140,000, and the District will
receive in miscellaneous revenue, deducting the Government’s
share under the old arrangement, a sum estimated at $1,800,000.
The remainder, therefore, or $16,613,556, is the sum that will
have to be met by taxes on real estate and tangible personal
property. So, as compared to this sum which will have to
be met by tax levies, we find that the Federal Government,
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according to the committee’s proposals, will be called upon to
conftribute $9,950,000, and I submit, Mr, Chairman, that that is
a pretty fair contribution.

We are told, and I do not question the accuracy of the
information, that a $1.50 tax rate will suffice so far as this bill
is concerned, including an allowance for unforeseen demands
to the extent of $500,000. Of course, the new assessment will
be operative, effective from the first of next July, and on the
basis of the estimated new assessed value of real estate $1.50
will yield about as much revenue as the current $1.80 rate will
produce on the present valuation. The new valuation is esti-
mated to aggregate $1,150,000,000 and the present valuation
totals $951,000,000.

I do not mean to say that the rate next year will be $1.50,
because it may be necessary to add to this bill in another body
or to make provision in the gemeral deficiency bill in pur-
suance of several authorizations for which no estimates have
been presented and which entail some rather substantial out-
lays. For example, I might cite the new police court building,
the new building for the recorder of deeds, a nurses’ home at
Columbia Hospital, and a new farmers' market. 'We have been
advised that for each additional draft amounting to $627,500,
5 cents will need to be added to the $1.50 rate. In all fair-
ness, gentlemen, I think the taxpayers of the District might
very well be satisfied. We all might wish that a situation
equally as attractive existed in our home communities.

Mr, HASTINGS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. FUNK. Yes.

Mr, HASTINGS. Does the gentleman have any figures as
to what is the average tax rate in cities with a population
about the same as Washington, approximately 500,0007

Mr. FUNK. No. We had that in the hearings of a year
ago, but we did not go into that this time,

Mr. HASTINGS. So the gentleman does not have that aver-
age tax rate in mind?

Mr. FUNE. No; but I will say to the gentleman the law
provides that the assessment must be upon the full and fair
cash value, As to what that means is a gquestion of judgment
with the various assessors in the various communities.

The biggest drain upon local resources is occasigned by the
schools. Of the total sum proposed in this bill approximately
one-third is on account of the public-school system. The exact
amount is $11,999.046. This is larger by $1,093,675 than the sum
of the current appropriations for the schools and $345,6556 less
than the submissions which the committee considered. The new
teachers’ retirement law is responsible for $289,000 of the in-
crease. An initial appropriation becomes necessary on account
of the equipment for the new McKinley High School, to be sup-
plemented later by requests totaling possibly as much as $350,-
000. ' There is a new item also in the sum of $100,000 for pro-
viding fireproof stage curtains for the Central and Dunbar
High Schools, These three items, plus an increase of $490,000
for the construction of buildings, including the preparation of
plans, and for the acquisition of school and playground sites
account for the larger outlay proposed for 1928,

The building and land projects are in conformity with the
five-year school-building program authorization. Two items the
committee refused. One, for an addition to the Crummell
School and other for a site for a health school for colored chil-
dren. I, and some of my colleagues on the subcommittee, made
a personal survey of these and other items, and our judgment is
that there is no pressing need for either of these two school
items at this time. The other instance of any consequence
where we have departed from the school estimates is in the item
for school teachers, Seventy-four additional teachers are in-
cluded in the Budget estimates. Your committee has refused
the money for making this expansion in the teaching staff. De-
spite our interest in the schools and our desire to see that the
children of the Capital City shall have every educational advan-
tage we must not at the same time, Mr. Chairman, let our
propensities in this direction lead us into extravagance. My
own judgment is that the school authorities are inclined to move
too rapidly in building up the teaching corps. An abnormal
condition prevails here by reason of the big developments in
the remote sections of the District and the rapid encroachment
that is occurring of the colored population upon former white
school centers, - These factors are reflected in the attendance
statisties of the school system and arve nof, I fear, given very
serious consideration by the school authorities. We can well
afford to proceed a little cautiously in this respect, I believe,
gentlemen. I am convinced that out of the present total of
2,656 teachers, the schools can be made to function smoothly
and efficiently, any statement of the school authorities to the
contrary notwithstanding.

Turning to the subject of streets, you will find that the bill
generously provides for bettering and improving the city's
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thoroughfares. Three important widening projects in the
interest of accelerating the movement of traffic ave made possi-
ble. Omne, Connecticut Avenue from M Street to Florida Ave-
nue; another, Fifteenth Street from I Street to Massachusetts
Avenue; and lastly Thirteenth Street from I Street to Massa-
chusetts Avenue. Besides the usual run of new paving items
a new item of $450,000 appears for the improvement of streets
throughout the city which have been paved more than 30 years.
I am sure all of you who drive or own cars have noticed that
a decided improvement has been made under the provisions of
the bill of a year ago. As this bill makes available $749,600
more than the bill of a year ago for new pavements, widening
projects, and streets repairs, you can have some conception of
the betterments that we may look to.

The report on the bill touches upon all of its principal aspects
and I shall not take your time further to recount the money
changes in their relationship to the bill of a year ago.

I should like to dwell for a moment on the matter of buying
land. In the current appropriation act provision was made,
exclusive of the National Capital- Park and Planning Commis-
sion and the Anacostia Park project, for the acquisition of 11
parcels of land for specifically named uses, each having a price
limitation of 125 per cent of the assessed value. To date tweo
tracts have been bought under this limitation—a school site in
Potomac Heights, and a police station in Tenleytown. The ap-
propriations were made available until July 1, 1928, in order
that negotiations for purchase could be deferred until the new
assessment, which becomes effective July 1 next. I invite your
attention to the statement and table on pages 37 and 38 of the
hearings with respect to these land items. The table shows the
present assessment, the maximum price payable applying the
125 per cent limitation thereto, the asking price, and the new
assessment.

It discloses that a wide disparity will continue to exist when
the new assessment becomes effective as between the asking
prices and the new assessed values and gives renewed emphasis
to the committee’s contention that the law requiring full value
assessments is not being properly administered or else that the
owners of property here which is needed for public uses are
determined to force local taxpayers to contribute toward ex-
tortionate prices for their personal gain. Now, gentlemen,
despite this seeming deadlock, the committee does not believe
that it is futile to attempt to accomplish its aim through the
continuation of this price limitation. It may be true that it will
have the effect of delaying acquisitions, but by continuing to
focus public attention upon the matter it is believed that much
can be accomplished to bring about a more satisfactory sitna-
tion, and in this view I wish to emphasize that the head of the
Citizens' Advisory Counecil concurs.

With respect to school building and playground sites specifi-
cally appropriated for, the current appropriation act provides
that if any of such sites can not be acquired under the 125 per
cent price limitation that funds thus released might be em-
ployed in acquiring any other land authorized to be purchased
under the five-year school building program act. It is under-
stood with respect to some of these latter that they may be
purchased at a figure but little in excess of 125 per cent of the
present assessed value. In order that advantage may be taken
of propositions of this character, the committee is proposing
to exempt from the 125 per cent limitation until June 30, 1927,
$£154,000 of the funds made available in the current appropria-
tion act for the purchase of school building and playground .
sites.

The site for a fire-engine house out Sixteenth Street extended,
for which we provided a year ago, can not be purchased be-
cause the deeds contain a strict residential clause. Anofher
site in the same vicinity is being negotiated for, and it appears
that it can be purchased under the 125 per cent limitation.

We expected in last year's bill $150,000 of the appropriation
for the National Capital Park and Planning Commission from
the operation of the 125 per cent limitation, and we are propos-
ing to do the same thing in this bill. This limitation has oper-
ated to slow down purchases by the commission, particularly
with respect to park and playground sites in the areas which
are being developed. We are without information, however,
as to the disparity which will exist between the asking price
of properties it is sought to acquire and the estimated new
assessed values. The current appropriation, by express pro-
vision, will extend beyond the time the new assessment becomes
effective.

Gentlemen, I think we have got to be firm in our stand on
this matter. There should be no wavering. If these specula-
tors are made to realize that we are determined to block their
avaricious schemes I believe we may confidently look forward
to triumphing in our aim. I also believe this, however, Mr,
Chairman; That we should nof discriminate in these matters.
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If we are going to impose the limitation on one piece of prop-
erty we should impose it on all. I think this should be a con-
dition attached to every local land purchase authorization we
pass,

Now turning fo trafic matters, I shall read to you from
the report on the bill affecting this subject:

The Budget estimates for the office of the director of traffic a total
of $123,220, as compared with $100,000 for the current fiscal year.
The committee is proposing $89,360, a decrease of $33,860. The com-
mittee is providing for 8 positions instead of 17, as proposed In the
Budget, resulting in a reduction of $13,860. The committee sees no
reason why this force should need to be expanded. An extra load was
imposed this year by the need to renew automobile operators’ permits.
This work will have been completed by July 1 next. The Budget
includes $5,000 for making traffic counts and surveys. The police are
available for such work and should be so employed when occasions or
the need arises. This item has been eliminated.

The remainder of the reduction ($15,000) has to do with the control
of the autumatic trafiic signal lights. The estimates include an jtem of
$18,000 for personal services for attendance on nine separate control
stations. Following an indication of the committee's disapproval of
this item a plan was evolved for a ecentral control station, making
possible the reduction of $15,000.

Here is a place in my judgment, Mr. Chairman, where per-
haps even further economies might be effected and I sug-
gest to the legislative committee that the principal mission of
this office has been accomplished. Henceforward, it would seem,
the work could be carried on by the director and his assistant—
possibly one of them, with the assistance of two or three clerks.
A traffic engineer really is all that is needed. The police
should be able to tdke hold mow, and with the cooperation of
the traffic engineer, control and regulate traffic to the satis-
faction of everybody. I can see already an overlapping and
a tendency to build up an organization independent of exist-
ing means and facilities which might be utilized to do all
work other than traffic planning.

Another situation to which I wish to invite attention relates
to the office of the corporation counsel. The corporation coun-
sel, under the law, receives §1,000 extra compensation as gen-
eral counsel to the Public Utilities Commission. His total
compensation is $6,000. The people’'s counsel just authorized
it to receive $7,500 per annum. Certainly the commission’s
counsel should be a man of equal attainments and ecompensated
as well. The present corporation counsel may be a good lawyer
and may be exceptionally able in the preparation of legal
papers but in all frankness the committee’s contacts with him
force the conclusion that as an administrative officer he is not
the man to be in charge of the city's legal staff. I suggest
this office to the consideration of the legislative committee. A
new directing head, to act also as general counsel to the
Publie Utilities Commission with commensurate compensation
should be provided for.

As I said at the opening of my remarks, Mr. Chairman, we
were aided in a number of ways in shaping this bill by studies
made by the District Committee and communicated to us by
the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. GmmsoN]. The committee
seeks and welcomes this cooperation—this team work. We have
a big responsibility to discharge in legislating and appropriat-
ing for the Capital City of this great Republic and I am sure
a close understanding and relationship between these two agen-
cies is certain to lead to results to which we all ean point with
‘pride. [Applause.]

Mr. KETCHAM.

Mr. FUNK. Yes.

Mr. KETCHAM. Referring to the 125 per cent limitation in
connection with the purchase of sites, will the gentleman
inform the committee what has happened with reference to
the prices demanded in an immediate vicinity fo indicate how
difficult it is to make such a limitation operative?

" Mr. FUNK. I might give you the picture in a slightly dif-
ferent way. When it was proposed to acquire the square upon
which the McKinley High School is located and when the
matter of purchase was under contemplation we found that the
asking price by private bargaining through representatives of
the city and the owners, as well as the price fixed by con-
demnation juries, was from one to two to three to four to
five times the assessed value. Therefore that land, assessed
as it was, was not paying its proper proportionate share of the
expenses of running this eity.

Mr. KETCHAM. The gentleman recommended to the House,
as I recall, the suspension of the application of this 125 per
cent arrangement in certain specific cases. I was not quite
clear as to the reason why that recommendation is made.

Mr. FUNK. We exempt $150,000 of the $600,000 appropri-
ated to the District Parks Commission so that they will have

Will the gentleman yield?
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one-fourth of their $600,000 without any 125 per cent limita-
tion. That means they can use that money in going out and
bargaining with certain people for very essential and necessary
tracts, and it might be it would only be 130 per cent of the
assessed valuation. )

As to the money available for the purchase of school sites,
there is $154,000 to which the restriction of 125 per cent of
the assessed valuation does not apply.

Mr. KETCHAM. The gentleman has explained the reason
for this and it appears to be a very good one, but does the
gentleman believe this to be a good policy for us to establish as
a permanent practice?

Mr. FUNK. Does the gentleman mean to give them a cer-
tain sum like this?

Mr. KETCHAM. No; the restriction of 125 per cent. Is
that a policy we ought to look forward to as a permanent one?

Mr. FUNK. I think it is, because one of two things con-
fronts the taxpayers of this city. Either the assessed valu-
ation of the property is not being made in accordance with the
law which says that the assessment on real estate shall be at
full, fair, cash value, or else the city is being held up by
speculators, possibly in collusion with people who may have
some control over the transaction, either through testifying as
witnesses or even by being on the jury of award in the con-
demnation suits. I think the committee was convinced it was
time to call a halt on the people of this town being robbed by
having to pay exorbitant prices for land which is to be used
for municipal purposes, and I think we have made very marked
progress along that line.

Mr. KETCHAM. I want to congratulate the chairman of the
subcommittee on his very able and comprehensive answer to the
question and also upon his presentation of the bill. Ordinarily,
these matters do not have a great deal of interest for the casual
listener, but I am sure we have all greatly enjoyed and appre-
ciated the statement of the gentleman.

Mr. FUNK. I thank the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time and I
presume we will proceed with the reading of the bill.

The Clerk read down to line 17, page 3.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last*word, simply for the purpose of asking unanimous
consent that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Corrixs]
gayhli)e allowed to revise and extend his remarks on the pend-

g bill,

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

AUDITOR’S OFFICE

For personal services in accordance with the classification act of
1923, $88,640, and the compensation of the present incumbent of the
position of disbursing officer of the District of Columbia shall be ex-
clusive of his compensation as property and disbursing officer for the
National Guard of the District of Columbia,

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire recognition
on the paragraph just read or the one that is being read?

Mr. GIBSON. I understood, Mr. Chairman, we had finished
a paragraph, and with the consent of the committee I want to
say a word in regard to the assessor's office in connection with
the item which we have just passed.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman kindly wait a moment
until the Clerk has finished reading the paragraph?

The Clerk concluded the reading of the paragraph.

Mr. GIBSON. 1 want to take this oceasion to thank the
chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropri-
ations for his reference to the work of the subcommittee of the
Committee on the Distriet of Columbia,

I do not take any personal eredit for this work. What we
have accomplished has been due to the splendid ecooperation
we have received from different governmental agencies and
on account of the ability of the other five members of the sub-
committee who were appointed by the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

Just a word in regard to the work we are doing. As we go
through this bill I would like from time to time to eall the
attention of the Members to some of the conditions that exist.

At the present time the assessor, by order of the Disfrict
Commissioners, prepares each year a list of all delinquent taxes
on real property. This is printed in book form. I hold in my
hand the book which was prepared for this year. This con-
tains a list of 23,000 pieces of real estate in the Disirict upon
which taxes had not been paid. No personal notice is given
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as to the date when the taxes are due. No demand is made.
No personal notice is given of the sale. There is published in
at least one of the newspapers of the city a short paragraph
of about 2 inches stating the time and place that a sale of
the taxes due on the real estate will be held.

In January of this year 23,000 pieces of real estate were
offered for sale for taxes. This book costs the District $7.500
to publish and it is sold to people who wish to purchase it at
$16.70 per copy. Practically the only way a taxpayer can
find whether his property has been advertised or not, is to go
to the tax collector’s office and purchase one of these books.
Less than 50 of the 500 are actually sold and fully 400 copies
are condemned every year. Some recommendations have been
made by our committee to take care of this particular situation.

Of the 23,000 parcels of real estate that were offered for sale,
12,000 were sold. These were purchased by four people who
are in the business of buying property at tax sales. This is a
condition, of course, that ought not to obtain in a city like
this.

The system followed results in a condition of affairs of
which this is a fair illustration: One Jacob Keros bought some
property in 1923 to be used as a home. It was represented to
him at the time of purchase that the taxes had all been paid.
He paid his taxes in 1924 and 1925 and when he asked for the
amount of his taxes for 1926, he was told that somebody up in
Rochester, N. Y., had paid them. In looking back in the
records he found his place had been sold at one of these tax
sales in 1923. He was compelled to pay interest at the rate
of 1 per cent per month, and $100 attorney’'s fees in order to
redeem his property. There are thousands of similar cases in
the District of Columbia.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL

Corporation counsel, including extra compensatidn as general counsel
of the Publie Utilities Commission, §6,000, and other personal services
in accordance with the classifieation act of 1923, $40,000; in all,
$46,000, and no part of this appropriation shall be available for the
compensation of any person giving less than full time from 9 o'clock
antemeridian to 4.30 o'clock postmeridian to his official duties.

- Mr, ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the subcom-
mittee a question. The chairman, in his presentation of this
bill with reference to the office of corporation counsel, made
some reference to the necessity of getting a fairly competent
man for this position, and then suggested that the matter
should be looked into by the legislative committee, of which
I am chairman. May I ask the gentleman what he had in mind
when he referred to this? Is it pecessary to have further
authorization of law in order to inerease the salary for the
corporation counsel?

Mr. FUNK. Apparently under the salary now authorized and
being appropriated for a sufficiently competent man is not being
employed. The corporation counsel has been before our com-
mittee during the two years that I have been chairman, and
apparently he knows but very little about the affairs of his
office. I have been told that perhaps he is a good legal ad-
viser, but as an administrator of a large executive office he
does not seem to have the proper qualifications. Therefore,
it is respectfully suggested to the legislative committee that if
there is a failure to secure a man with proper qualifications,
it must be due to the fact that the salary is not large enough
to secure one. 3

Mr, ZIHLMAN. Is the corporation counsel now receiving
the maximum of the grade in which he iz allocated?

Mr. FUNK. No; the maximum is §7,500, and he is receiving
$6,000.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Then that is not a matter for the legis-
Iative committee, but should be considered by the Committee
on Appropriations.

Mr. FUNK. I do not think that the gentleman gets my point.
I do not think an addition of $1,5600 would secure the services
of the character and qualifications that the man ought to have
to hold this office.

Mr, ZIHLMAN.
tleman.

AMr. FUNK. As long as this man still holds the office it
would not better things to increase his salary from $6,000 to
$7,600. I think the office of corporation ecounsel should have
a salary attached to it of $10,000 to compete with high-priced
attorneys for various corporations.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. If the gentleman’s statement is correct it
is a matter for the District Commissioners. I do not feel that
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I am not arguing the point with the gen-
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the committee of which I am chairman would be justified in
increasing the salary of the corporation counsel 25 per cent
over what the ecommissioners have.

Mr. FUNK. I hope the gentleman will not think that I made
this in any spirit of criticism; it was simply in the nature of
cooperation to bring about the most desirable results for the
Distriet.,

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I am trying to ascertain what the gentle-
man had in mind.

Mr. FUNK. I think you should recommend that the salary
of this position should be eight or ten thousand dollars in order
to secure the service of a high class and capable and efficient
attorney.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, 1 move to strike out the last
word. I guite agree with the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Appropriations in regard fo the office of corporaiion counsel.
It is a very important position. He represents the District of
Columbia in all pending litigation. Some of that litigation re-
lates to the collection of taxes.

In that connection let me call attention to the condition that
exists in connection with the collection of taxes from publie
service corporations. The committee which investigated the
conditions in the District last session found that there is due
from public service corporations to the District of Columbia
in the way of taxes about $1,100,000. These taxes have been
accumulating since 1910. It is the duty of the corporation
counsel to force the tax cases to an issue, and yet the com-
mittee was unable to find that the corporation counsel had
taken the proper initiative to protect the interests of the people
of the District of Columbia.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

Mr. MENGES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I would like to ask the gentleman from Vermont a gues-
tion. I understand there is some difficulty about the collection
of taxes in this District. I have a representative from my
district living here and some owning property who do not live
here. Is it possible that this property might be s0ld on account
of taxes not being paid and the taxpayer not notified?

Mr. GIBSON. The law of the District does not require a
notice of the date when real-estate taxes are due and no notice
is given to the taxpayer. As a result a large number of pieces
of real estate have been sold for taxes in the last few years
owing to the fact that the owner did not carry in his mind the
date that the taxes became due.

Mr. MENGES. Has any remedial legislation been suggested
in the bill under consideration to prevent this thing?

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania that we are in the midst of a survey of the tax collector's
office and the tax assessor’s office and we will have within a
few days some definite recommendations to make,

I have referred to the real-estate taxes. Up to the present
time our committee discovered a loss of $1,192,000 of personal-
property taxes in the last five years, due to loose methods of
collection and lack of sufficient assistance in the collector's
office. A recommendation as to taking care of this condition
will also be included in the recommendation made by our sub-
committee.

Mr. MENGES. How can a person proceed to get back this
property which has been sold for taxes?

Mr. GIBSON. The person who owned the land has the right
of redemption. He is required to pay the taxes and 1 per cent
a month, or 12 r2r cent a year. If more than two years has
elapsed since the sale, an attempt is made, and in most cases
it results in sueccess, to collect an attorney’s fee running from
$50 to $250 in each case. If the gentleman has a case where
land has been sold for taxes, he may consult these various
tax-sale books issuned from year to year. The gentleman can
get this one at the tax collector's office for $16.70 and he ecan
get the one that was issued last year for $14.50, or something
like that. The book is not indexed, but the gentleman can look
through it and he may discover whether the property has been
sold or not.

Mr, MENGES. I am much obliged to the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA EMPLOYEES' COMPENSATION FUND

For carrying out the provisions of section 11 of the Distriet of
Columbia appropriation act approved July 11, 1919, extending to the
employees of the government of the District of Columbia the provisions
of the act entitled “An act to provide compensation for employees of
the United States suffering injuries while In (the performance of their
duties, and for other purposes,” approved September 7, 1016, $15,000.
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Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word for the purpose of getting information
from our good-natured chairman of the subcommittee or from
any other gentleman of that committee. I notice, Mr. Chairman,
recently a great many newspaper articles in our Washington
newspapers with reference to condemnation proceedings and the
fact that certain property holders are said to be demanding un-
fair prices for property that is required for public use. Con-
siderable space is devoted to the subject, and apparently has
excited a great deal of attention among real estate circles. I
believe there is a feeling prevalent that these citizens were
taking advantage of public needs for the purpose of making
an unusual profit. Has the committee considered the advis-
ability and legality of such a measure or amendment, or what-
ever course would be necessary, whereby a jury of freeholders
would be prohibited from awarding a judgment in excess of the
amount for which the property was assessed and made to pay
taxes?

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, that matter was discussed, per-
haps not exactly upon that point, but as a general situation.
Frankly this thought occurred to me: I am not a lawyer, but
I can not see any good reason why the testimony of the assessor
as to what he had assessed the property for and the production
of the public record in respect to a particular tract or parcel
of land should not be the evidence upon which the jury should
act. I offered that suggestion somewhat in line with the gen-
tleman’s thought.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Lounisiana.
thought correctly.

Mr. FUNK. 1 was immediately called down by some legal
light with the statement that testimony of that character was
not competent, at least in the jurisdiction from which he came.
I think that is the rule of the court as to evidence here in the
District of Columbia. We did at one time contemplate even
incorporating some such suggestion as the gentleman has made
in this appropriation bill, but we realized, of course, that it
wonld be subject to a point of order and it might be futile to
even attempt it,

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I do not know the formula
for making assessments in the District of Columbia.

Mr. FUNK. The law says the fuoll, fair, cash value.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. But I can thoroughly under-
stand that if the judgment of the assessor was alone at issue
a court might consider it inadvisable to put that valuation upon
it which was fixed by him for taxation purposes, For instance,
in the city of New Orleans—and I imagine all cities of similar
size are governed by the same municipal regulations—and that
is true of New Orleans, even though it is in a civil-law State,
which is different from other States of the Union——

Mr. FUNK. The Napoleonic Code.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Yes. The assessor is com-
pelled by law to file with the property holder a statement in
blank or petition in which the property holder is obligated to
set forth his own value and to swear to it. He gives the
amount of rent he derives, the amount of insurance on if, and
all of the statistical information that could be of value in
appraising that property, and as a consequence I think we have
as fair an assessment at this time as prevails throughout the
country. If the property holder fails to return the statement
properly filled out in the time fixed by law, he loses the right
of review by a court of competent jurisdiction of the assess-
ment made by the assessor. While such an assessment is not
conclusive, it is an important factor in determining the value
of property that may be required for public purposes in ex-
propriation proceedings, which is the name we use instead of
condemnation as used by you. Again, our jury of freeholders
is composed of 12 men or women, who pass, in accordgnce with
the time-honored wisdom of that ancient institution of liberty,
upon the property of him who has to yield it for the public
good, instead of 3 or 4 realtors who may or may not have an
interest, remote or otherwise,

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
pro forma amendment. The situation in the District of Colum-
bia on this matter of assessments is just about this: The
assessor has some deputies, whom he appoints, who go around
and, as he says, equalize the assessments, based on past sales.
Those assessments are then finally passed on and approved by
the District Commissioners, so that the assessment that goes into
effect on July 1 of this year will be approved by the District
Commissioners as of that date. There is no question but that
the assessed values in the District of Columbia are far below
the cash value of the land, due to the fact that the assessor
insists on fixing the assessed value on prior sales, and he
may go back two or three or four years to get a sale value
in the community on which to fix his assessment. The homes
of the city, so far as the investigation of our committee is con-

The gentleman has my
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cerned, are assessed at about 80 to 90 per cent of their present
sale value. We had this striking illustration, however, of the
faait that unimproved land is assessed away below its actual
value.

There is in the hearings testimony regarding 22 acres of
land which the park people wanted to secure for the Potomac
Parkway. We have an affidavit of the owner of the land
that it was worth in excess of $135,000, yet the assessor placed
the value as of July 1 this year at 14 per cent of that amount,
and we were asked to remove the restriction in the price of it
that they might buy at that value. It is being taxed at about
10 per cent of what the assessor thinks it is worth. The
proposition the gentleman offers is one that might be a help,
as I see it offhand, to restrict a freedom of the court in arriv-
ing at the value. We have reached it in exactly another way.
We can not put whatever value we want under condemnation,
because we have to take the amount based on assessment. A
condemnation proceeding in the District is one that is ex-
tremely complicated and one that is open to considerable poten-
tial fraud, and it is one of the things which Mr. Giesox's com-
mittee later intend asking some action on and to investigate
the way in which condemnation juries are handled in the Dis-
trict. Incidentally, we were discussing the corporation counsel
in that regard.

Last year the committee criticized the fact that he knew abso-
lutely nothing about condemnation cases, paid no attention to
them, considered them as mere routine things in his office.
This year he came to the committee and he said he had taken
a man from police-court work and put him in his office on con-
demnation cases, and he paid no further attention to it. We
must protect in some way the District as long as the adminisira-
tive officers of the District allow that sort of condition to
prevail.

Mr, O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I thoroughly understand, and
I had no idea of griticizing either the committee or the juries;
but it occurred to me from this angle of discussion that a spark
of truth might fly and incidentally give us some idea which
might be beneficial in relation to this matter.

Mr. GIBSON., Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words. Mr. Chairman, the genticman from Nebraska has
stated that these condemnation proceedings and the practice
here in the District afford an opportunity for potential fraud.
In connection with that statement may I call attention to
the condemnation juries. We have two jury boxes under the
control of the jury commission, one for grand and petit jurors
and one for condemnation jurors. That commission consists
of three men. When a condemnation case is submitted the
jury consists of three or five. I have before me a list of the
condemnation juries drawn from the condemnation jury box for
the last two years. In practically every case there was an
active real-estate man on the jury, and in some cases three
real-estate men. This list reveals that a real-estate man who
served on a jury in a case, say, {wo or three months ago will
have a ecase of his own before a jury of realtors this month.
Naturally. the awards of these juries are excessive.

Mr. SIMMONS, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GIBSON. In a moment. In that connection I call atten-
tion to a recent case investigated at Sherman Circle. The new
assessment on the land that the Distriet was seeking to take
was about 40 cents a foot. The jury awarded $1.36 a foot.
Other real estate of the same defendant in that immediate
vicinity is assessed at 15 cents a foot. So you see this award
was outside of all reason.

Mr. SIMMONS. If the gentleman will investigate the hear-
ings of our subcommittee last year, he will find the corporation
counsel was using—I think in every case but one—as a witness
on behalf of the city as to values just one man, and that one
man an employee of one of the largest real-estate firms in the
Distriet.

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the gentleman from Nebraska
that under the direction of the court the corporation counsel has
been practically limited to the use of these experts. The jury
is directed by the court to accept only expert testimony, and
the assessed valuation is not taken into consideration at all,

Now, on Pennsylvenia Avenue, as soon as it became apparent
that the Government was seeking to acquire some squares and
triangles for new Government buildings, a large number of the
real-estate men got busy and tried to obtain from the owners
options or powers of attorney to represent them. The control
of those squares, as appeared by evidence produced before our
commitfee, have largely fallen into the hands of one man, who
has been quite active in selling school sites and park sites to
the District for a good many years, You see it is this circle
that we are trying to get inside of and break up.

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn. The Clerk will read.
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The Clerk read as follows:

For printing all annual and special reports of the government of
the Distriet of Columbia for the fiscal year ending Jume 30, 1927, for
submission to Congress, $4,800: Provided, That authority is hereby
given the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to discontinue
the printing of any annual or special reports of the government of
the District of Columbia in order to keep the expenditures within this
appropriation. In all cases where the printing of said reports is dis-

continued, the original copy thereof shall be kept on file in the offices |

of the Commissioners of the District of Columybia for public inspection,

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the last
word for the purpose of asking the chairman a question.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. GIBSON. Does this provision on page 12, in line 10, pre-
vent further printing of the real estate tax sale book?

Mr. FUNK. The refusal to grant money for the printing of
the tax sales is taken care of a little further on, on page 16,
line 5. Does that answer the gentleman's question?

Mr, GIBSON. That answers it.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

In all, $162700; to be disbursed and accounted for as * Street
improvements,” and for that purpose shall constitute one fund: Pro-
vided, That no part of such fund shall be used for the improvement of
any street or section thereof not herein specified.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word for the purpose of asking the chairman of the subcom-
mittee a question.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I notice that on page 18,
line 15, the committee have inserted a new item, as follows:

Northwest: For paving Hawthorne Street, Forty-fourth Street to
Forty-fourth Place, $6,000.

May I ask the chairman of the subcommittee if this was
included in the list of streets embraced in the recommendation
of the Budget Bureau?

Mr. FUNK. It was not.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. May I ask the gentleman further what was
the reason for inserting this item? ) L

Mr. FUNK. We viewed the street and deemed it advisable
that it be improved. It was within our authority.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I call the gentleman's attention also to line
20 of page 19, as follows:

Northeast : Fifty-seventh Street, Blaine Avenue to Dix Street, £5,000.

~ May I ask the chairman if that was included in the esti-
mates?

Mr. FUNK. It was not; but it was brought to our attention
by the citizens’ association of that section—the Bennings Citi-
zens' Association. They pointed out that the appropriation bills
for the last few years had not appropriated very much money
for that particular section. This is for the the grading of a
street preparatory ultimately to paving. They made a very good
case for their request.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. May I ask the chairman further? He has
made reference to the lack of improvements in the northeast
section of the city. I quite agree with the gentleman from
Illinois that this section has been largely overlooked in the sub-
stantial program of improvements that have been carried on in
the Distriet.

I notice on the next page of the bill, page 21, that various
items of paving in the northeast section have been cut from 20
to 50 per cent under the estimates of the Burean of the Budget,
I assume that the committee have had additional information
on this, but it is a strange thing that all these cuts have been
made in the northeast section of the city, and they aggregate
a considerable sum, although the language carried as to the
amount of paving follows the language of the original esti-
mates.

Mr. FUNK. We think a very convincing argument has been
made for these changes. We have viewed the streets and
looked over this proposition carefully and spent more than six
days on it. We find that the items to which the gentleman
refers provided for sheet asphalt pavements and granite
curbings. |

It was our conclusion, as this was purely a residential street,
with comparatively little traffic on it, that a smaller expendi-
ture for a different kind of pavement, namely, concrete, would
serve the purpose, and also a concrete curb. There will not be
one heavy truck in six months back up to one of those curbs,
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and a concrete curb is sufficiently strong and very much
cheaper. We found that the comparative cost was about in the
ratio of two to three, three representing sheet asphalt, with
granite curbing, and two representing concrete, with concrete
curbing, and that made more money available. Seventy thou-
sand dollars was the difference in the estimated cost as between
sheet asphalt and concrete, and this money was expended on
other streets or recommended to be expended.

Mr. ZIHLMAN, There has been no saving in this item; to
the contrary, there is an increase.

Mr. FUNK. Perhaps I was not happy in my choice of the
| word “saving.” I will say it extended the amount of pavement
| and increased the amount of pavement, due to the use of con-
| crete in connection with this pavement. It made it possible to
lay more pavement for the same amount of money.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maryland
has expired.

Mr, ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for three additional minutes,

Mr, FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment and yield the gentleman my time.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I have not offered any amendment as yet.
Mr. Chairman, I have asked unanimous consent to proceed for
three additional minutes.

- The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for three additional minutes. Is there
objeection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. In view of the fact that the chairman of the
subcommittee and the members of the committee have inserted
in the bill various and sundry items which have not been
approved by the Budget and are entirely new items, I take it
the chairman of the subcommittee would not object if I, as

ment for the consideration of the members of the committee.

Mr. FUNK. I would not object at all, but I will not say I
will agree to your amendment, which no doubt relates to Six-
teenth Street. You probably have that in mind, and I will
speak against it, as I am familiar with that situation.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I do not have the paving of Sixteenth
Street in mind. Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment to this
page of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland offers an
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. ZiHLMAN. Page 19, after line 25, insert:
“ Northwest : Kalmia Road to Distriet Line, $22,000."

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman
a question. Where is this road?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. This part of Kalmia Road runs from its
intersection with Sixteenth Street to the District Line. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to correct the langunage of
the amendment I have offered by inserting the words—

Sixteenth Street, between Kalmia Road and District Line, grading,
$22,000,

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will report
the amendment as modified.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 19, after line 25, insert a new paragraph as follows: * North-
west : Bixteenth Btreet, between Kalmia Road and District Live, grading
$22,000."

Mr. FUNK. Is the gentleman from Maryland going to sup-
port his amendment?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I was waiting on the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. FUNK. If not, I rise in opposition to the amendment.
Mr. Chairman, I am very familiar with the situation. Most
of you know that Sixteenth Street from Alaska Avenue, which
is the point opposite the Walter Reed Hospital, where Alaska
Avenue leaves Sixteenth Street, has been graded, that is, Six-
teenth Street has been graded from Alaska Avenue, at its
intersection with Sixteenth Street, up through that hill to
Kalmia Road. That money has been appropriated. Now, this
amendment seeks to provide funds to grade Sixteenth Street
from Kalmia Road fo the District Line, and I want to say I
have inspected this location quite thoroughly and it leads no-
where; it leads to a dead end and there is a great gulch and
gully through there.

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FUNK. I will not yield until I have finished my state-
ment.

one humble Member of the House, would offer a similar amend-
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Mr. TYDINGS. The gentleman is making a false statement
and I know the gentleman does not want to make such a
statement.

Mr. FUNK. I am not making a false statement.

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not mean intentionally, but the gentle-
man is misquoting the facts.

Mr. FUNK. I do not care to be interrupted, Mr. Chairman.
This is simply a real estate development proposition. They
are asking for $22,000 to grade Sixteenth Street from Kalmia
Road to the District line which, as I have said, is a dead end;
it leads nowhere. It will serve no purpose and I think this
money would be thrown away just as though we burned it up.
I know what the gentlemen who support this amendment will
say. They will say it is proposed by the State highway depari-
ment of Maryland to bring a road to this point. Very well;
when they do that then, if I were on the committee, I might
support the amendment; but to spend $22,000 over a country
that is a gulech and leads nowhere, I think, is foolishness. I
would not do it in my own business and I do not think anybody
else would if he were familiar with the situation.

Mr. BLANTON and Mr. ZIHLMAN rose.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask recognition in support
of my amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rather thinks the gentleman
from Maryland has lost his prior right.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman did not seek recognition.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The gentleman from Texas interrupted the
gentleman by interrogating him and I was waiting for the
gentleman from Texas to propound his question when the
chairman of the subcommittee claimed recognition.
~ Mr. BLANTON. I simply want to bring out some informa-

on.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that the gentleman
from Maryland took his seat, for some reason unknown to the
Chair, and inasmuch as the gentleman from Texas has been on
his feet seeking recognition, the Chair thinks, under the circum-
stances, he should first recognize the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I do mot wish to take the gentleman from
Texas off his feet.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I shall not take long. I
shall not even use the entire five minutes. I want my friend,
our Senator elect from Maryland, to get up here and explain his
position, and I know he will do that.

I think the situation is just as our chairman of the subcom-
mittee [Mr. Foxx] has stated it, and I agree with him in toto,
If you start out Sixteenth Street you come to the jumping-off
place where Alaska Avenue begins. Now, what is the use of
extending Sixteenth Street further on when Alaska Avenue is
the avenue that brings the real traffic in from Maryland? This
is nothing in the world but a real-estate scheme,

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. :

Mr. SIMMONS., We are providing for the paving and widen-
ing of Alaska Avenue in this bill upon the recommendation of
the commissioners.

Mr. BLANTON. Why, certainly, and the improvement of
Alaska Avenue has developed a new territory out there.

The gentleman from Maryland, of course, has to keep his
preelection promises to his people out there, and he has to get
them these things that they are interested in, and, naturally, the
‘gentleman gets up here and offers his amendment and then sits
down. Then the other distingnished coming Senator from Mary-
land is going to get up here ard back him up in it

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. .

Mr. TYDINGS. I can understand from what the gentleman
has already said that he is talking without a full knowledge of
the facts, If the gentleman had let me speak first and explain
the situation, the gentleman would have realized there is more
to it than the gentleman has shown he knows about it.

Mr, BLANTON. I have been watching the Alaska Avenue
development long before the gentleman from Maryland came to
Congress.

Mr. TYDINGS. But, if the gentleman will yield to me again,
there are a whole lot of roads beyond there, and this is a
peculiar situation, and I think if the gentleman had allowed
me to picture this entire situvation to him in a different way
from the way it now appears to him, I believe there is a chance
that the gentleman might concede that the project has some
merit to it.

Mr. BLANTON. Of course, there are some Marylanders who
live in this section who would like to have Sixteenth Sireet
developed out to the Distriet line and then they would not have
to come around by way of Alaska Avenue.
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Mr. TYDINGS. The gentleman has stated that Sixteenth
Street stops at Alaska Avenue. The gentleman is wrong about
ﬂ;ﬁt. The grading has already been provided way beyond that
p

Mr. BLANTON: I know there is a kind of right of way cut
through there.

‘Mr., TYDINGS. No; thousands of dollars have been ex-
pended on the grading of it already and we have that work
done now.

AMr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I do not want to take any
further time. I agree with our chairman, the gentleman from
IS A[108Xd ST UBWOQUSS Oy} Nuiyl I C[MNOFg “II] SIOuIn[[
and I am going to back him up in this matter.

Mr. TYDINGS. The gentleman is not going to agree with
him until he hears all the facts, I am sure.

Mr. ZIHLMAN, Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered
absolutely in good faith. The subcommittee have not hesitated
to override the judgment and wisdom of the Budget officials.
I give them all credit for doing so. I do not think because a
Budget is prepared in the Treasury Department for proposed
improvements that Congress is to be bound hard and fast by
those recommendations. But I am surprised that the chairman
should take the floor in opposition to the expenditure of only
$22,000 when I know that last year we provided $60,000 for
gh;egiadlng of the same street from Alaska Avenue to Kalmia

Mr. FUNK. The gentleman wants to be fair. That expendi-
ture was between two paved streets, the intersections of Six-
teenth Street with Alaska Avenue and Kalmia Road. The
gentleman'’s amendment proposes to grade Sixteenth Street and
end nowhere.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. To the District line.

Mr. FUNK. A dead end.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The Senator elect from Maryland appeared
before your committee and offered to put in the Recorp a
pledge by the Maryland authorities that they would connect up
to the Maryland system. I know that this is not approved by
the subcommittee, but I say to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union that this extension of Six-
teenth Street is approved by the District Commissioners, by the
National Park and Planning Commission, the Fine Arts Com-
mission, and by everybody who is interested in the beautifica-
tion and development- of the northwest section of the eity.
Whether the committee approves of this or not, it is going to
be done—if not this year, it is going to be done next year. I
am surprised that this small appropriation should be refused
when the Maryland authorities pledge themselves to connect
up the Maryland system. My purpose in offering the amend-
ment, in spite of the opposition of the subcommittee, is that

there is a fill that will have to be made, and we want it done now -

in order that the work may settle so that we can have the street
paved to the District line. I certainly hope this small request
made by those who represent this District and this seetion
will be granted by the committee.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. Chairman, I appeared before the Ap-
propriations Committee, the District of Columbia branch
thereof, and submitted to the chairman of that committee a
statement from the State roads chairman of the State of Mary-
land and from the county commissioners of Montgomery
County, the adjoining county, that if this road was built from
Kalmia Road to the Distriet line the Maryland authorities were
going to build a road out to the District line. If we complete
that road up to the Distriet line, it makes a route from Balti-
more city to Washington, a direct highway, which eliminates
several curves, and is the most used route for automobile
trucks and pleasure cars of any route between Baltimore and
Washington. The money is provided for by the county com-
missioners of Maryland, and they have gone on record in re-
gard to it. I submitted all that to the committee with the
statement that the Maryland authorities would build their part
of the road.

So far, from Alaska Avenue and Kalmia Road, Sixteenth
Street is graded. But from Kalmia Road to the Maryland line
it has not been graded. You gentlemen know that if you
grade a street mow it is not safe to commence work on it at
once, for time must be allowed to let it settle. My purpose in
asking for the $22,000 now is to have this graded so that when
the Maryland road is built to the District line the graded work
will have had tjme to settle so that we can commence work
and have this continuous route from Baltimore to the city of
Washington.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, TYDINGS, Yes,
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Mr. SIMMONS. When we pave Alaska Avenue from Six-
teenth Street to Georgia Avenue, we then will have connecied
Baltimore up with a paved highway in Washington.

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. It depends on whether you go up Sixteenth
Street, then out Alaska Avenue to Georgia Avenue, and then
on to Baltimore, or whether you go over Sixteenth Street direct,
which side of the quadrant you take,

Mr. TYDINGS. You have to go across Alaska Avenue to
a road there and cut through to Silver Springs, and that road
has several curves on it, in order to get into the Colesville Pike.
Furthermore, T want to appeal to the gentleman’s civic pride.
Here is the finest street in the city of Washington, one whose
beauty we are all proud of, one whose development we should
encourage, one whose right of way has been dedicated, where an
additional right of way has been given to the commissioners
by the property owners of the adjoining land, one that will con-
tinue right from the White House out to the Distriet line.
The Maryland authorities have already gone on record and said
that they will build the road up fo the District line, and all
we ask you now is to grade the street so that when you get
ready to join with us, the grading will have settled and will
not erumble all to pieces, as it will if the street is built in a
hurry.

Mr. WELCH of California. Does the gentleman know when
the State of Maryland contemplates building up to the District
line?

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; in the letters and resolutions which I
presented before the committee they said that they would do it
this summer,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary-
land has expired. Without objection the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

Mr, FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words. I think the members of the committee have this
matter pretty well before them but my own view as to the
necessity for a road is this: Rither it comes from the need for
through traffic or because of abutting property owners. There
is mot a house or a barn or a store or any other building
abutting this proposed road. That eliminates the need of local
people for a road. As to the needs of through traffic, as has
been pointed out, the through traffic now leaves Sixteenth
Street at Alaska Avenue and goes to the District line. These
gentlemen who are supporting this item have insisted that we
keep in the item of $58,000 to widen and improve Alaska Ave-
nue, and it is in the bill. There is no need for this proposed
road to accommodate the through trafiic.

Mr, ZIHLMAN. My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FUNK. There is no local need and there is no through
traffic need. As to the gentleman’s statement that the authori-
ties of Maryland propose to build a road up to this point at the
District line, I do not doubt that. I have no reason for doubt-
ing it and no authority for doubting it. When they have done
that and have brought the road up, then I think it is time
for this committee to consider whether we will connect up or
not. It serves nobody; it runs into a dead end. This is simply
a real estate development.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The gentleman inspected that road. Will
there not be a very large fill that will require time for
settling? .

Mr. FUNK. Yes.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Was it not the idea of the committee when
they spent $60,000 to grade from Alaska Avenue to Kalmia
Street, that this would be eventually carried through?

Mr. FUNK. I say to the gentleman and members of the
committee that it was not by my vote that the grading was
done on Sixteenth Street. I think it is a useless expenditure
which we made.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Is it not a fact that this land which it is
proposed to grade has been for 25 years dedicated to the Dis-
trict ; that the owners 25 years ago dedicated a right of way
160 feet wide?

Mr. FUNK. That may be.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. With the idea that eventually you would
grade and pave that street?

Mr. FUNK. That may be. That is the way we do things
in my country. We dedicate and give to the public land for
roads.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. That was done in this case.

Mr. TYDINGS. How long ago?

Mr. ZIHLMAN. About 25 years ago.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Maryland.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. ZiarMmAN) there were—ayes 21, noes 18.
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Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I object to the vote because
tllzere is no quorum present, and I move the committee do now
rise.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
Forty-five gentlemen are present; not a guorum.

Mr. FUNK. I move that the committee do now rise,

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. Chairman
i'1‘1;& CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
rise

Mr. TYDINGS. To make a privilege motion that the com-
mittee do now adjourn.

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr, Chairman, a parlinmentary inguiry,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. In the event the committee rises, the Chair
not having announced the vote—

The CHATRMAN. Yes,

Mr, ZIHLMAN. Do I understand the amendment was
adopted ?

Mr. BLANTON. No; it will come up again to-morrow
morning.

The CHATRMAN. The amendment will come up the next
session of the committee. The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Illinois that the committee do now rise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. CHINDBLOM, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that
that committee, having had under consideration the bill H. R,
16800, had come to no resolution thereon.

POSTAL BATES

Mr, CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of postal rates.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After pause.] The
Chair bears none.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, during the fiscal year 19286,
the Postal Service was run at a loss of almost thirty-eight and
one-half million dollars. (See Cost Ascertainment, Post Office
Department, December 6, 1926, page 6.) Only two branches
yielded profit, postal savings and first-class mail. Yet, when
the last postal rate bill was passed it was the proud boast that
the increased rates would more than provide for increased
salaries and prevent a loss.

The proponents of increased postal rates have failed to
learn the lesson that every storekeeper knows. Raise price
of goods too high and customers go elsewhere. Boost the sell-
ing price unduly and people use substitutes. So the Govern-
ment has increased postal rates to the point of diminishing
returns. By this shortsighted policy Congress legislated out
of the postal system 721,000,000 pieces of mailing matter in the
last fiscal year. The illogical increases in 2d, 3d, and 4th class
mail and the doubling the cost of mailing post cards, “ did the
trick.” In addition there was lost to the Post Office Depart-
ment the normal increase of revenue (estimated over a period
of years) to be somewhat over 7 per cent per annum, Had the
rates remained unchanged this normal yearly increase would
have gradually offset increased wages. But now normal in-
crease has been changed into a widespread loss of service and
revenue.

The causes of the difficulty can and must be removed.
Among other things we must—

First. Cut down post-card postage from 2 cents to 1 cent.,
When the rate was doubled by the act of February 28, 1925, it
was estimated by the Post Office Department that a billion post
cards would be carried during that fiscal year. It was, indeed,
a severe blow to the service when it was discovered that for
the fiscal year of 1926, 206,051,432 were carried—just a little
over one-fifth of the estimated amount. People would not pay
2 cents to send a picture post card. They would rather do
without. Unless the rate is changed to 1 cent, picture post
cards will fall into disuse and insftead of deriving additional
reventue the Government will continue to get a decreasing
revenue,

Second. We must reduce the rate of transient second-class
matter. This consists of publications handled as second class
but mailed by others than the publishers or news agents. The
rate formerly was 1 cent for each 4 ounces. It was increased
to 2 cents for 2 ounces up to 8 ounces, after which the rates for
parcel post applies. For 1926 the loss in volume on this class
of mail was 62 per cent and the loss in revenue was more than
37 per cent. Unless we go back to the old rate the people will
gradually discontinue this service. It is now too costly.

Third. Data submitted by the Post Office Department indi-
cates a general falling off in business in the third and fourth
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classes of about 438,000,000 pieces of mail during each of the
last two fiscal years, with consequent loss of revenue. Part of
this loss was due to the increased rate on eircular matter from
1 cent for each 2 ounces to 13 cents. The actual loss of this
increased rate is difficult to gauge. It is notorious that cireular
mail inereases all other classes of mail. A circular letter often
induces an order by mail, and all sorts of business and industry
are encouraged thereby, with consequent impetus given to the
use of the mails. Furthermore, the 2-cent service charge of
fourth-class mail matter should be done away with.

Fourth. The increase on second-class mail has had a far from
salutary effect upon the publications of newspapers and maga-
zines. The increased rate on carrying of newspapers and maga-
zines was brought about by the war revenue act of 1917. There
were provided four progressive inereases, and there were set
up eight zone rates for advertising matter. In other words, for
example, newspapers had to pay larger rates upon nonadvertis-
ing matter, and that rate further depended upon the distance
the publication was earried, What has happened with these in-
creasing rates? Instead of using the facilities of the post
office the publishers are now shipping by freight, by baggage,
by truck, by express, and by busses. The Government is charg-
ing more than the traffic can bear. The publishers are desirous
of having a restoration of 1920 rates. They are not selfish in
this desire. They know that the 1920 rates, which would in-
clude approximately one-half of the increase of the present
rate over the 1917 rate, would bring back into the Postal
Service enormous quantities and tonnage of the publications.
This would mean greatly increased revenues to the Govern-
ment. In 1920 the Post Office Department carried on the ad-
vertising sections of second-class publications, subject to the
zone rate, 599,098,270 pounds; in 1926 the department carried
551,353,779 pounds—a falling off of almost 48,000,000 pounds.
This loss is all the more significant when one considers that
there was at least a 3314 per cent increase in newspaper size
in the period 1920-1925,

Mr. Louis Wiley, business manager of the New York Times,
informs me that because of the unfair levy against second-class
publications the paper has been compelled to divert approxi-
mately 8500,000 a year to baggage, express, and truck service.

All other war-time taxes and increases have been removed.
Aside from the Pullman surcharge, the high rates against news-
papers still continues.

Jefferson said:

If left to me to decide which we should bave, 8 government without
newspapers -or newspapers without a government, I should mot hesi-
tate for 4 moment to prefer the latter.

At another time Jefferson said of the press:

Nature has given to man no other means of sifting out the truth,
either in religion, law, or polities,

Shonld not Congress therefore make the publishing and the
spread of nmewspapers easier? It can do it by lessening the
postal rates. As far ag I am concerned, I shall do all in my
power to influence Congress in that direction. Recently we
had a fine example of the notable service to the country ren-
dered by the newspapers. I refer to the Nicaragua imbroglio.
The newspapers of the country crystalized public opinion
against the flip-flop, namby-pamby policy of the State Depart-
ment. We can trust the newspapers to whip the State De-
partment into line. I verily believe Congress can shut up shop
March 4 and rest safe in the thought that the newspapers can
keep us out of war. The press is a great engine of democracy.
Not only must we keep it free but we must at all times and in
all manners aid and foster its growth. We have an opportu-
nity now to render it service by reducing the cost of service
furnished it by the Government.

Fifth: However, to my mind the main flaw in our post-office
policy is that we demand that Postal Service users exclusively
bear the cost of maintenance of those branches of the service
which are free or nonprofitable. Anyone who licks a stamp in
part pays for the many letters a Congressman sends for noth-
ing. Every time you pay the price of sending a newspaper
to a friend in a distant city you help pay the losses due to
reduced rates on religious and educational mailing matter.
When city dwellers send by parcels post they help make up
the deficit resulting from Rural Free Delivery Service.

If a man started business every morning knowing that con-
siderable of his receipts must first be paid to schools, to
churches, to charity, and to the Government before he can use
a penny, he would, if he were wise, close up shop, or if foolish,
continue until bankruptey foreed him to close up. Yet that is
the situation concerning the Post Office Department.
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The Government must be privileged to send out its mail
free but the burden should be universally assumed. Not only
should users of the mails, but nonusers, also should pay the

The fiscal year for 1926, total weight of all originating mail
was 6,563,057,862 pounds, Of this the following was free and,
therefore, the cost thereof was assumed by the users of the
mails. The free mail represents 2.8667 per cent of total weight.

Pounds

Total weight all originating mail_ 6, 563, 907, 862
Free matter: =

Penalty_- 100, 741, 166

Franked e b, 224, 733

Free for blind 1, 058, 570

Free in county (second class)_________________ 72,148,574

Total___ 188,171, 043

Free mail represents 2.8667 per cent of total weight.

The cost of all franked mail for the fiscal year 1926 was
$544,604. The cost of penalty mail in the same year was
$6,576,257. The usual postal revenue on these two classes of
mail at the usual postal rate would have been considerable
and would have naturally reduced the cost of running the post
office. Free to the blind mail matter cost the Government
$62,042 in that same year. The estimated unofficial cost of free
in county second-class mail matter in the fiscal year of 1923 was
$8,146,000. The estimated unofficial cost thereof for 1928 is
$10,770,000. In the fiscal year of 1923 the estimated unofficial
loss due to preferential rates on religious and scientific periodi-
cals was $8,734,000. This loss in 1928 it is estimated unoffi-
cially will be $13,270,000. 1t is estimated in the fiscal year of
1927 the amount of loss due to added rate for carriage of
foreign mails by vessels of American register will be, unofii-
cially, $1,032960. To these losses must be added the loss
chargeable to public-welfare purposes of the Rural Free De-
livery. This loss ean not readily be estimated; it is, however,
considerable. I therefore am heartily in favor of a bill long
advocated by my colleague, Representative JacossTEIN, of New
York, and now sponsored by Representative Keiry, of Penn-
sylvania, known as H. R. 13474, which bill is entitled *“to
declare the future policy of the Post Office Establishment of
the United States,” and which I set forth in full:

[H. R. 13474, 69th Cong., 2d sess.]

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
December 6, 1926,

Mr. Kxrry introduced the following bill; which was referred to the
Commiitee on the Post Office and Post Roads and ordered to be
printed
A bill to declare the future policy of the Post Office Establishment of

the United States

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Post Office Establishment of the United
States is hereby declared to be an agency of the American people for
their service and not for profit,

Sec. 2. That compensation of postal cmployees shall be adequate and
Jjust and, together with working conditions, shall be based upon Ameri-
can standards, without regard to postal revenues,

Bec. 8. That postage rates on pald mail matfer shall be determined
by the cost of the service given such mail matfer, exclusive of all free
services and public-welfare projects which have been or shall hereafter
be adopted in connection with the Postal Service,

BEC. 4. That the amounts expended for the following-named purposes
shall not be computed as a charge against postal revenues, but shall be
paid from the Treasury of the United States:

(a) Total cost of conveying franked and penalty mall matter, less
rental charge at 5 per cent on valuation of all postal quarters owned
by the United States Government,

(b) Free to the blind mail matter,

(¢) Free in connty second-class mail matter,

(d) Amount of loss due to preferential rate on religions, sclentifie,
and other periodicals,

{e) Amount of loss due to added rate for carriage of forelgn mail
by vessels of American register,

(f) Amount of loss chargeable to public-welfare purpose of the
Rural Free Delivery Service, such loss to be computed by subtracting
from the total cost of such service the estimated revenues from postage
and special service charges on all majl matter originating on such
rural free-delivery routes, added to one-half the estimated revenues
from postage and special-service charges on all mail matter dellvered
on such routes.

Bec., 5. That the Postmaster General is lhereby directed, In his
annual report, to omit the amounts expended for the free services
and public-welfare projects as specified in section 4 from the expendi-
tures to be charged against postal revennes and to set forth the sur-
plus or defleit from postal operations during the preceding fiscal year
without the inclusion of such free services and public-welfave projects.
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By upanimous consent, Mr, CraMTON was granted leave, in-

definitely, on account of illness.
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. FUNK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motlon was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 12
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes-
day, February 2, 1927, at 12 o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, February 2, 1927,
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several com-
mittees. L

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY
(1030 a. m.)
To amend the Federal farm loan act (H. R. 15540).
COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING
(10.30 a. m.)

To amend an act entitled “An act to provide relief in cases
of contracts connected with the prosecution of the war, and for
other purposes” approved March 2, 1919, as amended (8.

1).
o) COMMITTEE ON THE POST OFFICE AND POST ROADS
(10.30 a. m.)

To declare the future policy of the Post Office Bstablishment
of the United States (H. R. 13474),

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS
(10.30 a. m.) ‘

To provide for the acguisition of a site and the construection
thereon of a fireproof office building or buildings for the House
of Representatives (H. R. 9009).

ScHEDULED FOR THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1927
COMMITTEE ON PATENTS
(10.30 a. m.)

To amend sections 57 and 61 of the act entitled “An act to
amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright,” ap-
proved March 4, 1909 (H. R. 16548).

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, execulive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

917. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting draft of proposed legislation to extend the
availability of the unexpended balance of the appropriation of
$100,000 carried in the second deficiency act approved July 3,
1926, to enable the Chief Executive to continne the litigation
to cancel certain leases of ofl lands and incidental contracts,
and for other purposes (H. Doec. No. 675) ; to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered fo be printed.

918, A letter from the president of the Washington Railway
& Electriec Co., transmitting report of the City & Suburban
Railway of Washington for 10 months ended October 31, 1926 ;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

919, A letter from the president of the Washington Railway
& Electric Co., transmitting report of the Georgetown & Ten-
nallytown Railway Co. for the 10 months ended October 31,
1926 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

920. A letter from the president of the Washington Railway
& Eleetrie Co., transmitting report of the Washington Inter-
urban Railroad Co. for the year ended December 31, 1926; to
the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

921. A letter from the president of the Potomac Electric Power
Co., transmitting report of the Potomae Electric Power Co. for
the year ended December 31, 1926; to the Committee on the
Districet of Columbia.

922, A letter from the president of the Georgetown Gas Light
Co., transmitting detailed statement of the business of the
Georgetown Gas Light Co., together with a list of stockholders,
for the year ended December 81, 1926; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

923. A letter from the president of the Capital Traction Co.,
transmitting report of the Capital Traction Co. for the year
ended December 31, 1926; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

924. A letter from the president of the Washington Railway &
Electrie Co., transmitting report of the Washington Railway &
Hlectrie Co. for the year ended December 31, 1926 ; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia,
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025, A letter from the president of the Washington Gas Light
Co., transmitting a detailed statement of the business of the
Washington Gas Light Co., with a list of its stockholders, for
the year ended December 31, 1928; to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 403. A resolution
providing for the consideration of H. R. 15474, a bill to estab-
lish a Federal farm board to aid in the orderly marketing and
in the control and disposition of the surplus of agricultural
commodities; without amendment (Rept. No. 1907). Referred
to the House Calendar.

Mr. MacGREGOR : Committee on Accounts. H. Res. 350. A
resolution to assist committee investigating government of the
Distriet of Columbia (Rept. No. 1908). Ordered to be printed.

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: Committee on Appropriations.
H. R. 16863. A bill making appropriations for the legislative
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1928, and for other purposes: without amendment (Rept. No.
1909). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. PHILLIPS: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. H. R. 13485, A Dbill granting the consent of Congress
to the Chesapeake Bay Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across
the Chesapeake Bay, from a point in Baltimore County to a
point in Kent County, in the State of Maryland; with an
amendment (Rept. No. 1910). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. PORTER: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. Con. Res.
43. A concurrent resclution requesting the President fo propose
the calling of a third Hague conference for the codification of
international law; without amendment (Rept. No. 1916). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar,

Mr. HOGG : Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.
H. R. 156805. A bill to authorize the Postmaster General to
cancel a certain screen-wagon contract, and for other purposes;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1917). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. MORROW : Committee on Claims. S, 70. An act for
the relief of Charles A. Mayo, T. 8. Taylor, and Frank Hickey ;
with an amendment (Rept. No. 1911). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House.,

Mr. WALTERS: Committee on Claims. 8. 467. An act for
the relief of Joseph B. Tanner ; without amendment (Rept. No.
1912). Referred to the Committee of the Whole Fouse,

Mr, WALTERS : Committee on Claims. 8. 2242, An sact for
the relief of Mark J. White; without amendment (Rept. No.
1913). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House,

Mr. VINSON of Kentucky: Committee on Military Affairs.
H. R. 15487. A Dbill to correct the military record of Jordan
Kidwell; with amendment (Rept. No. 1914). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 1563T7.
A bill for the relief of David Parrett; without amendment
I{I Rept. No. 1915). Referred to the Committee of the Whole

ouse,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R.
14996) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Mulford,
and the same was referred to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 16863) making
appropriations for the legislative branch of the Govermment
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other pur-
poses ; to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union.

By Mr. DEMPSEY: A bill (H. R. 16864) to amend the immi-
gration act of 1924; to the Committee on Immlgration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 16865) granting the consent
of Congress to Kansas-Nebraska-Dakota Highway Association
to construet a toll bridge across the Missouri River between

e A e
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the States of Nebraska and South Dakota; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 16866) to amend paragraph
768 of the tariff act of 1922; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H, R. 16867) to prevent the radio
broadeasters from charging the public for listening in; to the
sommittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 16868) to clarify and amend
existing laws relating to the powers and duties of the auditor
for the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Insular Affairs.

By Mr. WURZBACH : A bill (H. R. 16869) authorizing the
Secretary of War to sell 5,157 square feet of the Fort Brown
military reservation, Brownsville, Tex.; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN (by request of the Commissioners of the
Distriet of Columbia) : A bill (H. R. 16870) to authorize the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia tg compromise and
settle certain suits at law resulting from the subsidence of
First Street east, in the District of Columbia, occasioned by the
construction of a railroad tunnel under the said street; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

. By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 16871) to au-
thorize per capita payments to the Indians of the Crow Creek
Reservation, 8. Dak.; to the Commifiee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 16872) to amend the act
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of certain
publiec buildings, and for other purposes,” approved May 25,
1926 ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN (by request of the Commissioners of the
Distriet of Columbia) : A bill (H. R. 16873) to amend an act
entitled “An act to create a juvenile court in and for the Dis-
trict of Colunmbia"; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

By Mr, ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 16874) relating to the
admission of candidates to the Naval Academy; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. LETTS: A bill (H. R. 16875) to amend section 11 of
an act entifled “An aet to limit the immigration of aliens into
the United States, and for other purposes” approved May 26,
1924 ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mrs. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 16876) to amend the World
War veterans act, 1924, as amended ; to the Committee on World
War Veterans' Legislation.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented and
referred as follows:

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washington, urg-
ing reapportioning of the membership of the House of Repre-
sentatives ; to the Committee on the Census.

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oregon, urging
Congress to take legislative action in connection with the im-
provement; extension, and development of the port and harbor
facilities of the city of Portland, Oreg.; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of New York, show-
ing the results of question No. 1, in relation to ascertaining the
opinion of the people of the State on the prohibition amend-
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. THURSTON: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Iowa, urging enactment of a Federal farm board; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. CAREW : Memorial of the Legisiature of the State
of Oregon, investigating the contract for the sale of lumber by
the United States to Fred. Herrick; to the Committee on the
Public Lands,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were infroduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 16877) granting a pension to
Karl E. Oshorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KING: A bill (H, R. 16878) for the relief of Charles
A, Evans; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MORROW : A bill (H. R. 16879) granting a pension to
William Rose; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 16880) granting an in-
crease of pension to Frances H. Arie; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,
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By Mr. TINKHAM : A bill (H. R. 16881) granting an increase
of pension to Eva M. Tobin; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. WURZBACH : A bill (H. R, 16882) granting a pen-
sion to Henry J. Steinboemer ; to the Committee on Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

b5860. Petition of the Farmer-Labor State Conference of Min-
nesota, held in St. Paul, January 17 and 18, 1927, favoring the
enactment of such legislation on the part of Congress that will
restrict the activities of professional speculators in food prod-
ucts, especially wheat; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5861. Petition of the State Conference of Farmer-Labor and
other progressive forces of Minnesota, held at St. Paul on the
18th of January, 1927, protesting against course of the State
Department, and petition Congress to impeach Frank B. Kel-
logg for violation of his official trust; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

5862. By Mr. AYRES : Petition of citizens of Canton, McPher-
son County, Kans., in behalf of pension legislation for Civil

. War veterans and widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions,

5863. By Mr. CHINDBLOM : Petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Bane,
Evanston, Ill., and 72 other citizens of the State of Illinois,
urging passage of a bill granting increase of pensions to Ciril
War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

5864. By Mr. CANNON: Petition of HE. BE. Updike and 27
others, opposing the passage of House bill 10311 ; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

5865. By Mr. CHINDBLOM : Petition of Ellen H. Barton and
four other citizens of Highland Park, Ill, urging passage of a
bill granting increases of pension to Civil War veterans and
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5866. By Mr. CURRY : Petition of residents of Sacramento,
Calif,, against compulsory Sunday observance; to the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia.

0867, Also, petition of residents of third California district,
urging immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote a Civil
War pension bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. :

5868. By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of residents of Rome,
N. Y., favoring the enactment of pending legislation increasing
pensions of Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; fo the
Committee on Invalid Pensions,

5869. By Mr. DEMPSEY : Petition of citizens of La Salle,
N. Y., urging passage of Civil War pension bill for relief of
veterans and widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5870. By Mr. DOWELL: Petition of citizens of Melcher,
Towa, urging enactment of legislation increasing pensions of
veterans of Civil War and widows of veterans; to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

5871. By Mr. GARDNER of Indiana: Petition of Fred Samm
and 28 other citizens of New Albany, Floyd County, Ind., op-
posing the passage of the compulsory Sunday cbservance bill
(H. R, 10311) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

5872. By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of ecitizens of Royalton, Vt,,
urging legislation for relief of veterans of the Civil War and
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

5873. Also, petition of citizens of Woodbury, Vt., favoring
legislation for the relief of veterans of the Civil War and
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5874. By Mr. HAUGEN : Petition of 45 voters of Randalia,
Iowa, urging that immediate steps be taken to bring to a vote
a Civil War pension bill for the relief of suffering veterans and
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5875. By Mr. HICKEY : Petition of Mrs. H. €. Cummings and
other citizens of La Porte, Ind., urging the passage of a bill
increasing the pensions of Civil War veterans and widows of
veterans ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

B6876. By Mr. HOWARD: Petition in behalf of Mr, L. Stolpe
and 40 others, of Obert, Nebr., protesting against the Reed
amendments to the immigration restriction law; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

5877. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of the sixth
congressional district of Michigan, urging relief for the veter-
ans of the Civil War and widows and a greater pension; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

B878. Also, petition of citizens of Flint, Mich., urging the
passage of House bill 10311, known as the Sunday rest bill;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.
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5879. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of citizens
of the State of Washington in opposition to the Sunday observ-
ance legislation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

B5880. Also, petition of citizens of Vaughn, Wash., in re in-
creased pensions for veterans of the Civil War; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

5881. By Mr. KINDRED: Petition of the College Women'’s
Club of Jackson Heights, Long Island, N. Y., expressing its
approval of the World Court resolution as passed last year by
the United States Senate and urging the United States Con-
gress to adhere to this resolution; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

5882, By Mr. LOZIER: Petition of numerous citizens of
Trenton, Mo., petitioning Congress to enact certain proposed
pension legislation; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

5883, Also, petition of numerous citizens of Brookfield, Mo.,
petitioning Congress to enact certain proposed pension legis-
lation ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5884. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Galt, Mo., peti-
tioning Congress to enact certain proposed pension legislation ;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5885. By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Petlﬁona of Mrs.
Olive Eddlemen and citizens of Chase, Mich., for the enactment
of pending legislation providing inerease of penslons of veterans
of the Civil War dand widows of veterans; also Mrs. R. B.
Gannon and citizens of Marilla, Mich., for the enactment of
pending legislation providing increase of pensions of veterans
of the Civil War and widows of veterans; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

5886. By Mr. MAGER of New York: Petitions of residents of
Syracuse, N. Y., in favor of House bill 13450, providing in-
creased pensions for veterans of the Civil War and their de-
pendents ; to the Committee on Invalid Peusions.

5887. By Mr. MAGRADY : Petition of numerous citizens of
Mount Carmel, Northumberland County, Pa., urging the early
enactment of Civil War pension bill providing pensions and
increase of pensions for veterans and widows; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. i

5888. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Berwick, Colum-
bia County, Pa., urging the early enactment of Civil War pen-
sion bill providing pensions and increase of pensions for vet-
erans and widows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5889. By Mr. MAPES: Petition of 32 citizens of Grand Rap-
ids, Mich., advocating the enactment by Congress of additional
legislation for the benefit of veterai. of the Civil War and
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5890. By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens
of Fall River, Mass, urging early enactment of legislation in-
creasing pensions of Civil War veterans and widows of veter-
ans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5891. By Mr. MILLIGAN: Petition of citizens of De Kalb
County, Mo., urging consideration of the Civil War pension
bill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5892, By Mr. MORROW : Petition of citizens of Dexter, N.
Mex., indorsing Civil War veterans’ and widows legislation; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5893. Also, petition of citizens of Mountainair, N. Mex,, in-
dorsing legislation for Civil War veterans and widows; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5894, Also, petition of citizens of Farmington, N. Mex., plead-
ing for peace with Mexico and Latin-American Republics; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

G6895. By Mr. MURPHY : Petition by residents of East Liver-
pool, Ohio, favoring the enactment of Sunday rest bill for the
District of Columbia (H. R. 10311) ; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

5896. Also, resolution by the United Presbyterian congrega-
tion of Cadiz, Ohio, favoring the enactment of Sunday rest bill
for the District of Columbia (H. R. 10311) ; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

D897, Also, petition by voters of East Liverpool, Ohio, urging
that legislation be enacted offering relief to the veterans of the
Civil War and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

5898. By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Resolution by the
Central Labor Union of Minneapolis, ealling upon the Govern-
ment of the United States to withdraw the armed forces from
Nicaragua and negotiate by peaceful means the settlement of
all problems with Mexico; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5899. By Mr. OLDFIELD: Petition of citizens of Prairie
County, Ark., urging the passage of House bill 13450; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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5900. By Mrs. ROGERS: Petition of Philias I. Duval and
100 other citizens of Lowell, Mass., to extend further relief to
veterans and widows of veterans of the Civil War; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

5901. By Mr. ROWBOTTOM : Petition of Missourl J. Barr,
J. BE. Fisher, and others, of Evansville, Ind.,, that the bill
granting an inerease of pension to Civil War widows be enacted
into law at this session of Congress; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

5902. By Mr. SHREVE: Petition from mtizens of Erie, Pa.,
for the passage of the pension bill granting increase in pen-
sions to Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5903. Also, petition from citizens of Conneautville, for the
passage of the pension bill granting increase in pensions to
Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

5904. By Mr. SINNOTT: Petition of certain citizens of
Milton, Oreg., requesting further relief for veterans of the Civil
War and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

5905. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of citizens of
Abilene, Kans., urging passage of legislation providing increase
of pensions for Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5906. Also, petition of voters of Salina, Kans., urging pas-
sage of legislation providing increase of pensions for Civil
War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

5207. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens
of Indiana, Pa., praying for immediate passage of a pension
bill for the relief of Civil War veterans and widows of veterans;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5908. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by
H. C. Hood and 27 others, of Garfield, Wash., urging early
action on the Civil War pension bill now pending; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

5909. By Mr. SWARTZ: Petition of Anzella Dodd, Charles A.
Long, and others of Dauphin County, Pa., favoring pension
legislation for the relief of veterans of the Civil War and
widows of veterans of said war; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

5910. Also, petition of William F. Conner, Hmma Crumm, and
others, of Harrisburg, Pa., favoring pension legislation for the
relief of veterans of the Civil War and widows of said war;
to the Commiftee on Invalid Pensions.

5911. Also, petition of William F. Thompson and others of
Camp Hill, Pa., favoring Civil War pension legislation; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5912. By Mr. THATCHER : Petition of Marah Green of Louis-
ville, Ky., for early enactment of legislation for the relief of
Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the Committea
on Invalid Pensions.

5913. By Mr. THOMPSON : Memorial of 50 citizens of Putnam
County, Ohio, urging a bill to increase rates of Civil War
pensions; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5914. By Mr. THURSTON : Petition of citizens of Lorimor,
Union County, Iowa, relating to the political situation in Mexico
and Nicaragua; to the Commitiee on Foreign Affairs.

5915. By Mr. TOLLEY : Petition of 56 citizens of Binghamp-
ton and Johnson City, N. Y., for liberalization of the Civil War
pension laws; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5916. By Mr. WEAVER : Petition of citizens of Henderson
County, N. €., .in regard to pensions of Civil War veterans and
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

5917. By Mr. ZIIHLMAN : Petition of citizens of Brunswick,
Md., urging immediate action and support of the Civil War
pension bill to afford relief to needy veterans and widows of
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE
WepNgespay, February 2, 1927
( Legislative day of Tuesday, February 1, 1927)

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira-
tion of the recess.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:




		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-09-11T17:24:41-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




